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§ pee 
To aid in winning back his right, 
We took the priceless trust of youth; 
— ~ Their freedom must redeem our truth. 


a 


et Ee - 


We promised loud, and boasted high, 
‘To break our country’s chains, or die; ' 
And, should we quail, that country's name 
Will be the : synonym of shame. 


Earth is not deep enough to hide 
The coward slave who shrinks aside; 
Hell is not hot enough to scathe 
The ruffian wretch who breaks his faith. 


~ But-calm, my soul! - we promised true 
Her destined work our land shall do; 

_ Thought, courage, patience will prevail! 
We shall not fail - we shall not fail! 
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Leader's Introduction 


Justin Barrett 


S we approach the fifth Ard 

Fheis of the National Party 
concluding now our sixth full year 
as the organised political voice of 
the National Idea it is worth keeping 
in mind that the first, foremost and 
crucial achievement of the Party is 
its continued existence. On the face 
of it this seems somewhat bland, 
but set it against the backdrop. 
When we began in November of 


2016 there existed in our country 
no real opposition to the globalist 
mainstream at all. Such as argument 
within the political existed it was 
over minor details of policy to the 
deliberate exclusion of the bigger 
issues of national survival. 


The impact of mass-immigration 
was off the table altogether, no 
case was even made in Ireland 
then for the drivel of “diversity is 
strength” such was the unanimous 
agreement not to talk about it at all. 


Something was happening alright, 
but it wasnt polite to reference it, 
The Euro Federalist bandwagon 
hurtled forward, dismissing the 
vote of Irish people twice, even as 
Sinn Fein abandoned scepticism for 
enthusiasm, Abortion was coming 
in| a more dramatic and brutal 
fashion than could even then have 
been contemplated, And as a whole 
series of centenaries beckoned and 
passed, the Irish Republic remained 
the promise unfulfilled but worse 
now an ideal not even sought after, 
On so many questions the National 
Party had to give first voice to 
concern and to alternative. 


We are reproached occasionally, 
nowadays, by people who have only 
of late come to the same or similar 
conclusions as to the problems, that 
we have not already solved them all. 
That we did not sweep the boards as 


of the General Election of 207!) that 
we did not prevent all the de| JUS 
accretion to national life si ur 
foundation, But here's a th no 
one else did either, and tho: iat 
sought by other means and ier 
organisations, following r 
leads, have come and gone n 


the front line where we still stand 
firm. It is as if by our foundation 
alone we had revealed a deep vein of 
resentment and hope in the native 
population and so many then knew 
better how to “capitalise” on our 
find, And find they did as if it had 
always been obvious that the deep 
national feeling needed expression, 
and express it they tried, one after 
another, without the authenticity 
of courage that was necessary not 
incidental to being first. 


There is no need here to name each 
of the individuals and organisations 
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which have purported to give voice 
to a national idea in these last years 
except to note that in not being 
willing to give voice to The National 
Idea, they fell short and were seen 
to fall short by honest people. There 
is no need either to inquire into the 
motives in bypassing a standing 
National Party to form or attempt 
to form new means and methods. 
Good intentions if they were 
largely present were of no account 
because there was a more essential 
counterfeit at play and time and task 
revealed the insubstantial nature of 
many of the attempts to “outdo” our 
efforts. 


As of today, but to a lesser extent, 
there are the proverbial hurlers on 
the ditch ready to decry what we 
have done with our National Party, 
lreland’s National Party, and to claim 
that there is an easier, simpler and 
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above all quicker way if only we 
would heed them. There has been 
some change here though and it is to 
the good, the Party has established 
itself as central to all the alternative 
forms the nationalist cause should 
take, It is no longer the case that 
we are simply ignored while new 
groups pop up as if on new terrain, 
but rather the leadership which 
created and the membership who 
maintained the National Party 
as the one single consistent and 
steadfast force are now berated on 
the need to change course. Since 
we haven't had total success we 
must surrender the machinery we 
have created to others, who while 
not being able to form and sustain 
a political movement are supposedly 
still far more capable of leading the 
Party Movement forward from here. 
All the failures of the last few years 
have amalgamated into a call for the 


Party which has at worst existed, to 
adopt the plans and tactics of those 
who have not. 


In this sixth year just as solidly, and 
with even greater confidence, we 
reject idle sideline advice. We have 
survived, we have grown, we have 
remained steady on the course set 
out in 2016, then acknowledged 
as the more difficult course and a 
longer one too, than the purveyors 
of the easy win would have us all 
buy into. 


Just as the last years have shown 
an ever accelerating deterioration 
of Ireland's circumstances in the 
world, the next do not immediately 
promise better. In many ways this 
was inevitable. We set a radical 
course and in the real life of politics 
radical options are turned to when 
the situation forces a radicalisation 
and not before. The coming years 
give sign only of being worse, even 
much worse than what has thus far 
been, even as the last years were 
worse than anyone would have 
predicted. We have gathered some 
of the core, the definite avant-garde 
of a great national revival. It will not 
come about as easy and still less as 
quickly as some people's impatience 
demands. We will not be misdirected 
on foot of this. We will carry on 
being what the situations demand, 
ever responsive to altered ground, 
always with that same courage and 
determination with which we began. 
The leadership, members and 
supporters have every reason to take 
pride in what has been achieved. We 
have brought our issues, Ireland's 
issues, variously described as “far- 
right” etc. to the forefront of national 
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debate. The media speaks now of 
a rise, the political establishment 
talks of new laws to protect their 
place and privilege. We will struggle 
yes, but too, we will endure. It will 
only be over when we win. 


"All changed, changed utterly: A 
terrible beauty is born." @ 


Ar Dheis Ar Aghaidh! 
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Loyalty and Honour: 


A Message to National Party Members 


The National Party 


he first stage of getting active 

in any organisation is trust. You 
must trust us and we must trust 
you. As nationalists in twenty-first 
century Ireland, we face unique 
challenges. We face resistance in the 
form of State belligerence, partisan 
corporations and a hostile media. 
For love of country, we face the ire 
of officialdom. As a consequence, we 
are asmall vanguard movement, not 


in any sense a mass-movement. 


Crowds are fickle. We have seen the 
limitations of crowds and of shallow 
crowd-based movements over the 
last two years. The obstacles we face 
can only be overcome through trust 
and loyalty, virtues that can only 
flower over time. Trust built over 
years is what binds a movement 
together and hardens it for what is 
to come. One dependable nationalist 
is worth a thousand stragglers. By 
preference and by necessity, we 
must choose quality over quantity. 


Now more than ever. We accept our 
role as the minority but, God willing, 
the decisive minority. Just as every 
generation of Irish nationalists have 
had to accept that fate. They are 
the portion of the nation that holds 
up, The part that is sound, sane 
and unbreakable. The nation, it was 
once said, is an organism created 
by the past. We are the part of the 
organism which is conscious. 


The National Party is the political 
vehicle for Irish nationality. It is the 
tip of the spear. Whatever occurs 
in the future, whatever opportunity 
presents itself, we must be ready. 
A well organised minority is what 
is needed when the time comes. 
History moves for no other force. 
The climate in today's politics is 
one of disarray, fragmentation 
and impatience, not just in the 
mainstream but in dissident politics 
as well. All forces are poised towards 
tearing asunder and squandering 
what has been built. Against these 
forces we must endure. Part of 
our duty and our mission is that 
endurance. 


Nothing in this life matters more 
than loyalty. Loyalty to our family, 
our nation and our comrades. It 
is not enough to love Ireland. We 
must build the mechanism of 
Her survival. That is the National 
Party movement. That is our active 
membership. That is our youth 
leaders who are the vanguard of the 
vanguard. Loyalty to the movement 
is not frivolous. It is not ego driven. 
It is the bare necessity for what we 
hope to achieve, Without it, all falls 
apart. 


Loyalty and Honour 


It is nearly always the case with 
the National Party, that the right 
people find us in the end, or we 
find them. The people of the right 
capacity, the right willingness, the 
right intelligence, the right mental 
strength. Nationality has a gravity 
of its own and so does the desire for 
national salvation. We are all here 
for the same reason, drawn by the 
same impulse. The people who find 
their home in the National Party are 
the people for whom the Party was 
created; the people who must carry 
not only this movement but this 
country. We will save Ireland or save 
Her honour. That is what we were 
put into the world to do. @ 


Ar Dheis Ar Aghaidh! 
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A taste of what the National Party has 
been up to for the past 12 months 


The National Party fad issues and towards economic 


populism. A leafleting campaign 
continues throughout the winter. 
November - December 2021 


January 2022 
Lockdown Is Now a Lockout 


Hill of Tara Speech 
he National Party launches a 
new campaign “The Lockdown Is Our Ceannaire Justin Barrett opens 
Now a Lockout!" in response to the the year with a speech to a large 
possible threat of vaccine passports. gathering of Party members on the 


The attempt is to pivot the anti- Hill of Tara in County Meath. 
lockdown movement away from 


House the Irish 


Patrick Quinlan helps an Irish family 
in his Dublin West constituency 
secure social housing. This is part 
of the National Party's "House the 
|rish” initiative. 


February 2022 
Hearth and Home Campaign 


The National Party launches the 
"Hearth and Home” campaign 
focusing on climate hypocrisy, 
fuel poverty and the war on rural 
communities. 


Other New Campaigns 


The National Party runs multiple 
campaigns, producing promotional 
literature on the real causes of 
inflation, the danger of migrant 
crime and the threats posed to 
lreland’s neutrality by the Russian/ 
Ukrainian war. These campaigns 
continue into the rest of the year. 


The Nationalist Reset 


Justin Barrett launches the 
“Nationalist Reset" in Portlaoise, 
outlining the Party's radical 
economic vision for Ireland. The 
NP proposes to eliminate interest 
bearing debt from Irish national life. 


March 2022 
Saint Patrick's Day 
The National Party holds a Saint 


Patrick's Day celebration on the Hill 
of Slane in County Meath. 
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Public Engagement 


The National Party launches a new 
public engagement strategy as 
party representatives visit areas like 
Finglas and Blanchardstown with 
an official NP stand to distribute 
literature and speak with locals, 


Party Leader Exonerated 


All charges against Justin Barrett for 
his attendance at a Clonfin Ambush 
commemoration in February 2021 
are thrown out of court. 


April 2022 
Oige NaisiGnach National Event 


Oige Naisidmach holds its first 
official national meeting in Hayes’ 
Hotel in County Tipperary. 


Dublin Banner Drops 


National Party members in Dublin 
are given a warning by an African 
member of the Gardai for displaying 
a banner with the words “House the 
Irish”. 


Easter Commemorations 


The National Party hold 
commemoration events to the 
Easter Rising at Teach an Phiarsaigh 
in County Galway and Scoil Eanna 
in Dublin with a strong focus on the 
figure of Padraig Mac Piarais. 


Limerick Event 
The National Party hold a regional 


meeting in Limerick at which 
speeches are given by Justin Barrett, 


Patrick Quinlan and Yan Mac 
Oireachtaigh. An activist workshop is 
also held. The Ceannaire outlines his 
harassment by State and media over 
his attendance at a commemoration 
to the Clonfin Ambush in 2021, 
noting the conspicuous silence by 
Official Ireland when the bogus 
charges were eventually thrown out. 


Garda Helicopter Deployed 


National Party activism on the 
M50 motorway attracts a major 
Garda presence including a patrol 
helicopter. A banner proclaiming 
“Ireland Belongs to the Irish” is 
deemed to have caused offence. 


Community Work in Donegal 


Local National Party members 
clean up a terrible case of litter and 
destruction in the beautiful sandhills 
of County Donegal. 


May 2022 
Commemorations in Galway 


The National Party in Galway 
commemorate Eamonn Ceannt at 
his birthplace in Ballymoe, County 
Galway. 


Turf Them Out 


Justin Barrett speaks at an outdoor 
gathering of National Party 
supporters on the issue of mass- 
immigration and the government's 
insane policy on asylum seekers. 
The National Party also launches 
its “Turf Them Out" campaign as a 
follow up to the “Hearth and Home” 
campaign from earlier in the year. 


June 2022 
Community Work in Galway 


National Party members are out on 
the streets of Galway City cleaning 
the long neglected statue of 
nationalist hero Liam Mellows. 


Oige  Naisidnach Hike and 
Promotional Video 


Oige Naisidnach produce a 
promotional video featuring a 
reading of a Thomas Davis poem 
and footage of a youth hike on 
Croagh Patrick, County Mayo. 


July 2022 
Direct Provision in Kinnegad 


The National Party receive national 
attention when they visit Kinnegad 
in County Westmeath to speak to 
locals about migrant crime following 
a hotel in the town being converted 
into a Direct Provision centre. 


Finnish Nationalist Connections 


Yan Mac Oireachtaigh conducts an 
interview with Finnish Nationalist 
Juuso Siltanen of ‘Uudenmaan 
akseli’ to learn about nationalist 
youth movements on the continent. 


Postering & Stickering 


National Party stickers and posters 
go up around the country to 
increase the Party's public profile, 
bypass media censorship and draw 
attention to the issue of mass- 
immigration as a major factor in the 
housing crisis. 


August 2022 
Michael Collins Centenary 


The National Party commemorates 
the centenary of Michael Collins’ 
tragic death with statements from 
Party reps around the country 
including a speech by Ceannaire 
Justin Barrett at Béal na Bla in 
County Cork. 


Galway Banner Drop 


The Galway cumann conduct a 
banner drop on the M6 motorway 
with the slogan “House the Irish, 
Not the World" and produce a short 
promotional video. 


Battle of Glenmalure 


Oige Naisianach members take 
part in a trek through Glenmalure 
to coincide with the anniversary of 
Fiach Mac Hugh O'Byrne's famous 
victory in 1580. Members also 
produce a recording of the well 
known rebel ballad ‘Follow Me Up To 
Carlow’. 


September 2022 


Cork Banner Drop 


Members of the Cork cumann 
conduct a banner drop in Glanmire 
over the M8 motorway. 


Lisdoonvarna & Ballyvaughan 


National Party members visit two 
West Clare villages hosting the 
largest concentration of "Ukrainian 
refugees” in Ireland, Gerry Kinneavy 
speaks on video about the unfair 


2022: A Year in Review 


and disproportionate burden placed 
on small rural towns and villages by 
the government's reckless refugee 
policies. 


National Ploughing Championships 


The National Party erects posters on 
the roads leading into the Ploughing 
Championships in Laois featuring a 
strong anti-government message 
focusing on the climate austerity 
policies that will leave isolated and 
vulnerable people without the ability 
to heat their homes this winter. 


Dutch Nationalist Connections 


Yan Mac Oireachtaigh holds a 
livestream discussion with special 
guest Jan of the Dutch nationalist 
youth group 'Geuzenbond’. 


October 2022 
Canvassing in Killeshandra 


National Party members from a 
number of Ulster counties leaflet 
and canvas locals in Killeshandra, 
County Cavan. 


Housing Crisis Video 


Gerry Kinneavy and the Galway 
cumann produce a video about the 
asylum racket in Ireland and how 
mass-immigration exacerbates the 
housing crisis. 


Banner Drops and Canvassing 


A group of Dublin members conduct 
a "House the Irish” banner drop on 
a bridge in Kilshane on the N2 and 
canvas the Blanchardstown area. 


Exploring Irish 
Nationalism: 
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“More Irish 


Than the Irish” — 


Invasion, Assimilation and Irish History 


Tadgh Mac Gabhann 


“The social and intellectual forces working in Ireland make for 
completing the destruction of whatever relics of nationality yet 
remain; and the outgoing stream ever carrying away a portion 
of the cream of the race, and the incoming stream, hasten on 


the work.” — D.P. Moran 


ie of the enduring myths of Irish 
society is that we have a great 
talent for assimilating foreigners. 
That “genius for assimilation” 
that made the Viking and Norman 
invaders “more Irish than the Irish 
themselves.” Well, it's never quite 
that simple is it? And nobody who 
has read Irish history could take 
that phrase for granted and apply it 
casually to our own times... Except 
they can and they will. There is no 
denying that the stories of “who 
we are” have now been repackaged 
to sell us on the transient Ireland 
of our day. Particularly this story. 
Liberalism after all is nothing if 
not the promise of assimilating 
all peoples, cultures and religions 
into one monolithic bloc. Who we 
are is being used to tell us why we 
shouldnt be. 


P.S.  O'Hegarty wrote that, 
"Impartiality in Irish history writing 
has meant in every case the non- 


acceptance of the historic Irish 
nation.” What this means in effect is 
that there is no impartiality. No such 
thing. The historical prejudice of our 
times is towards sifting the past of 
rooted nationality and serving us 
the safe relativism that remains. To 
do otherwise would in fact bring into 
question not only our cultural values 
but our entire economic system. 
The mercantile instinct which sees 
nothing in nations but markets, has 
a definite interest in defining Irish 
identity as “openness”. It would be 
of benefit then to interrogate this 
notion of “openness” and see whatis 
left of our "genius for assimilation”. 


The Open Door 


As | write, there are pictures going 
around of young Irish people 
queuing up in their hundreds to view 
accommodation “opportunities” in 
Dublin, Standing for hours on the 


side of the street for the privilege 
of looking (no more than that mind 
you!) at a box room. The thought of 
ever owning a home is little more 
than a fantasy while the struggle to 
find even a place to rent grows into 
a nightmare. When they get tired 
of all this (jaded, cynical, fed up!) 
we know how the story goes from 
there. Queues at the airports to get 
as far away from Ireland as they 
possibly can. More archive footage 
for ‘Reeling in the Years’. Farce 
consuming itself as history. 


“Nearly all young Irishmen keep one 
eye on the possibility of emigrating. 
Their characters are formed under 
the shadow of that possibility, 
and they look upon their life in 
Ireland as a transitory fact. They 
give up their country, and they 
shape all their endeavours with a 
view to preparing themselves for a 
foreign environment.” There is our 
“openness”! D.P. Moran wrote these 
words at the end of the nineteenth 
century. It is a shocking indictment 
of Ireland today that they still ring 
so eerily true. The notion of Ireland 
as a transitory place for a transitory 
populace lives on with a vengeance. 


The invasion of Gaelic Ireland and 
the dispersal of the Gaels were not 
separate facts but the same fact. 
IRB founder James Stephens writing 
in the United States in the mid- 
nineteenth century, saw the reality 
that the Irish driven from their 
homeland, would be assimilated into 
the broader Anglosphere. “Unless 
our country is liberated, the Irish 
race will be absorbed in this country, 
in England and in many other 
places. We will lose our identity and 
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eventually disappear from the face 
of the earth,” 


The danger flows in two directions. 
For there are queues going the other 
way also. Lines of foreigners filing 
into the country to become in the 
eyes of the State "more Irish than 
the Irish themselves”... or should 
that be more present than the Irish 
themselves... more accommodated 
than the Irish themselves... more 
respected in law, manners and 
culture than the Irish themselves? 


More Irish Than the Irish 


None of this really matters if you 
view humanity as interchangeable 
cogs in a machine. That's the most 
charitable assessment of how our 
political leaders view the situation. 
One economic unit goes in, another 
goes out, etc. However, in at least 
some cases we know it to be malign. 
There is a special delight that some 
actors take in gaslighting a native 
population into accepting their own 
displacement. And of course every 
effort is put into weaponising Irish 
history for that purpose. 


They became more Irish than the 
Irish themselves. This phrase has 
been passed down to us from 
history. Now a cliché to be used for 
just about any political purpose. 
How many times have we heard it? 
In school, in college, in the media. 
Out of context usually. It rolls off 
the tongues of radio presenters 
and county councillors at the mere 
mention of immigration. It's that or 
the old canard about "the Irish going 


abroad" as though the betrayal of our 
youth was the pretext for replacing 
them, as though mass-emigration 
was the moral justification of mass- 
immigration. 


But what about this phrase? More 
lrish than the Irish themselves? At 
the time of the Statutes of Kilkenny 
(1366), when the English were 
forced to make laws to prevent 
their subjects in Ireland becoming 
Gaelicised, it meant something. 
By the end of the seventeenth 
century, it meant a hell of a lot less. 
Assimilation of outsiders requires 
several conditions. Overwhelming 
power, numbers and cohesion on 
the one side and a deficiency of all 
of those on the other side. Let's take 
the issue of numbers alone. 


"The national genius of the Irish 
was for assimilation rather than 
expulsion,” P.S. O'Hegarty once 
wrote, referring specifically to the 
period of the Lordship of Ireland, 
“and they did assimilate the alien 
elements. But as fast as they did 
assimilate these, fresh invaders 
were sent over." Quantity, as they 
say, has a quality of its own. 


Even where the strangers are 
assimilable, they cannot be 
assimilated in overwhelming 
numbers. Take the latest influx of 
Ukrainian war refugees. We have 
been told that as many as 200,000 
may come here, Any thought of 
Capping the number has been 
rubbished by government. As a 
consequence, we have cases like 
Lisdoonvarna in West Clare where 
Ukrainians (alone) outnumber the 
local population. In other words, 


there is no pretense he: that these 
people can be assimile ed. Maybe 
they can be assimilated into some 
dominant Judeo-American “culture” 
but not into Irish civilisation. 


The peculiar aspect of ( 
civilisation vis-a-vis othe ( 
polities during the last 71 
was not the fact that it 
conquered but the fact that 
fully conquered. It was the 
type. The last holdout. If 
gone under, there would hi 
nothing peculiar about Ir 
The fact that it continued t 
and assert itself is the an 
Its “arrested developme 

O'Hegarty called it, ha 
its continued existence 
conquered state, not its der 


The Irish  civilisatio 
highest in Western 
most advanced in 
spiritual matters; 
instead of being a 
with no cohesion, 
resisting power, we 
people, with a powe 
as they have shown 
A comparison 

resisting power 
inopportune in 


conquerors without even a battle, 


Had Ireland collapsed entirely, 
something more generic might have 
grown up in its place. Something 
more decipherable to the powers of 
industry and finance. But it wouldn't 
have been Gaelic Ireland. The 
decentralised kingdoms and Brehon 
legal system which made Ireland 
difficult in some ways to defend 
also made her impossible to fully 
subdue. Irish civilisation was able to 
weather invasion like no other and 
to still assert its own idea of itself, 
its own social order, centuries after 
the Norman invasion. 


A feature of that period was that 
Ireland was split into three basic 
power bases: the Gaelic Kings and 
Chieftains, the Norman Lords and 
the British administration in Dublin. 
Ireland was not fully conquered 
at that time but it was fractured. 
The feudal system did not prevail 
over the whole island. Some of the 
Norman Lords intermarried with 
the Gaels and became more or less 
assimilated. Or later on thought of 
as the Old English. But there were 
more where they came from. 


Left-republicans point to Leabhar 
Gabhala or to the Viking or Norman 
invasions to paint Ireland as a 
“nation of immigrants” and _ to 
fabricate a rationale for why we 
should submit to invasion in our 
time. But this is nonsense. By the 
same rationale the Danes should 
not have been resisted. Or the 
Normans. Or the English. Or the 
Dutch. But resistance to invasion is 
necessary to the core identity. You 
assimilate partly by conquering the 
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invader, What assimilated the Old 
English more than anything was 
the fight back. It was the people 
that never gave in. It was the 
ground that was paid for in blood, 
It was the chasing and harassing. It 
was the likes of Aed O'Connor and 
Brian O'Neill recognising the folly 
of appeasement and seeing the 
threat on a national scale. It was 
Edward Bruce and Felim O'Connor 
awakening the country in revolt, it 
was Muircheartach O Briain driving 
them out of Thomond, it was 
the English wars in Scotland that 
bankrupted the Lordship’s coffers, it 
was the Great Plague that ravaged 
their urban centers, it was Niall "Mor" 
O'Neill breaking their power in East 
Ulster, it was Art Og Mac Murchadha 
driving them inside the walls of the 
Pale, it was Shane O'Neill's “pride”, it 
was Hugh O'Neill's guile, it was Red 
Hugh O'Donnell marching through 
Connacht killing anyone he met who 
could speak no Irish. And it was more 
than that. In the end it was the New 
English making them Irish whether 
they liked it or not. The Tudors and 
Cromwell driving them from their 
good lands to be supplanted by a 
new force of foreigners, more alien 
than the last. Assimilation has its 
place and its limits. It also needs to 
be seen in perspective. 


A Strong Culture 


It is not just numbers which are 
important. It is the will to assert 
one's own culture over others 
without apology. This is perhaps 
the most troublesome part to the 
modern deracinated Gael, fed as they 
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are on a diet of soppy Americanism. 
Moran put it plainly: “When Ireland 
absorbed strangers she was a 
strong positive entity; she had 
customs, laws, language and ways 
of thinking of her own. She held to 
these with grim fanatic intensity, 
and treated all foreign ways with 
a scorn perhaps greater than they 
deserved.” He wrote these words 
over a hundred years ago. What was 
true in his time is pitiably true today. 
“The tables are turned now. We have 
no scorn for the ways of strangers; 
we welcome them as teachers; we 
have nothing to teach them; every 
poor little ill-bred Saxon that comes 
along is a giver of light and a maker 
of manners.” Does that sound 
familiar? It should. The Ireland of our 
day is afraid to say boo to foreigners. 
They are too busy being assimilated 
themselves into foreign ways and 
manners. The world has walked over 
them. 


Moran (like O'’Hegarty) put most 
of his faith in the Irish language, 
though unlike O'Hegarty he was 
not a pluralist. He also emphasised 
the building up of native industries, 
i.e. giving young people a reason to 
stay in the country. Unfortunately, 
these are the two aspects of Irish 
nationality most neglected. What 
native industries we have today are 
run by businessmen who (however 
industrious or clever) are usually big 
supporters of cheap foreign labour. 
What Irish language movements 
we have are committed to making 
Irish the thousandth most spoken 
language in a multiracial state. The 
forces which should be nationalising 
Us are denationalising us. 


The English language plugs us into 
the Anglosphere. NGOs and FDI 
plug us into corporate America. The 
ECB controls our money supply. 
Ireland's commitment to “openness” 
(economically and culturally) 
precludes _ self-preservation. If 
nothing changes we will simply 
be submerged. Ireland's size and 
relatively small population (the long 
legacy of An Gorta Mor) have made 
us uniquely vulnerable. Note how 
similar are O'Hegarty’s concerns 
for the Irish language in 1924. He 
rightly saw that our proximity to - 
Britain and the United States was a 
handicap when it came to forging a 
distinct national identity, a challenge 
that Ireland has yet to overcome. 


Ireland is a small nation of four 
millions, and she stands seventy 
miles from forty-five millions” 
of English speakers on the east 
and a couple of thousand miles 
from a hundred and fifty millions 
of English speakers on the west, 
both of which communities are 
her nearest neighbours and tho: 
with whom she has closest ti 
economically and socially. If 
do not revive and develop Irish, 
must inevitably be assimilated 
one of these two communiti 
by the combined power which they 
must eventually form, and in t 
case our name and tradition a 
history will vanish out of hu 

ken, and our national individua 
will be lost. 
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be reckoned with. Today we are a 
deeply Anglicised country in most 
respects. Which in turn makes us 
Americanised. It is true that we 
retain a certain confidence in our 
ability to assimilate outsiders. A 
certain faith in Irish exceptionalism. 
A certain residual clannishness. But 
what grounds do we have really for 
confidence? 


Some like O'Hegarty have bundled 
the Irish character with the 
structure of Gaelic Ireland itself. 
Indeed a variety of nationalists 
have attempted to find the stamp 
of Gaelic Ireland on the soul of the 
Irish people, though not always 
drawing the same conclusions. "The 
clan system did not pass, can hardly 
have been said to have passed 
yet. It was more than a system, it 
was a national instinct, the fruit of 
a Civilisation the germ of which is 
in all distinctive Irish institutions.” 
Continuity of national character, 
the idea that the stamp of a people 
is on their institutions, is certainly 
something that many people would 
acknowledge, perhaps even take for 
granted, But O'Hegarty is ambivalent 
about the clan system, seeing it 
as both a strength and a liability. 
George William Russell too wrote of 
the clan system as the foundation 
for how he envisioned a reorganised 
Irish economy and society. 


The clan was at once aristocratic 
and democratic, It was aristocratic 
in leadership and democratic in 
its economic basis. The most 
powerful character was elected 
as chief, while the land was the 
property of the clan. That social 
order indicates the true political 
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character of the Irish. Races which 
last for thousands of years do 
not change in essentials. They 
change in circumstance. They 
may grow better or worse, but 
throughout their history the 
same fundamentals appear and 
reassert themselves. 


Historian and founder of the 
Volunteers, Eoin MacNeill thought 
the “clan system" was actually 
a mischaracterisation of Gaelic 
society, seeing the latter as more 
hierarchical and patrician, something 
akin to the Roman Republic or the 
states of Ancient Greece. When it 
came to identifying the Achilles’ 
Heel of Gaelic society, the thing 
which had opened it to invasion, 
he did not talk up clannishness 
as other commentators have. 
He did not spotlight tribalism as 
Ireland's tragic flaw (its essence 
and its downfall) but instead named 
excess of pride. It was, as he saw 
it, an overabundance of racial 
consciousness and consequently a 
sense of complacency that invited 
conquest. 


The Irish nobility were rendered 
incapable of using their 
intelligence to profit with the times 
by one defect—they were perhaps 
the most intensely proud class of 
men that ever existed. This pride 
was bred in their bones. It came to 
them out of an immemorial past... 


Their rule in Ireland remained 
secure during four centuries of 
Roman domination in Gaul and 
Britain. During four centuries of 
Germanic invasion and conquest, 
Ireland stood intact. After four 
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centuries of Norse supremacy 
over neighbouring seas and lands, 
Ireland emerged unconquered. 
Two thousand years of unbroken 
sway may suffice to set pride 
above prudence in the tradition of 
any class. At the end of another 
cycle, when the Irish nobles were 
scattered over Europe, the nobility 
of their bearing and the distinction 
of their manners won admiration 
for them in every land but one... 


Too much pride blinded the native 
rulers of Ireland to the insecurity 
of their state, and made them 
careless of their safety, and 
neglectful of the measures it 
required. Glorying in the long vista 
of their past, they did not look 
before them. 


Whatever truth there may be to 
this, one cannot help but see a 
certain diminished reflection of it 
in modern Ireland. Perhaps even 
a shimmer of it upon the modern 
Western world. Is itan abundance of 
race consciousness among the Irish 
that renders them in some sense 
complacent? It seems paradoxical. 
But from where else comes our 
certainty? Our belief that we can 
take in the peoples of the world and 
still survive? 


The Gaels were so at home in their 
world that it took them some time to 
understand that they were losing it; 
to understand that it could actually 
disappear. After all, they were a 
people ancient and rooted... beset 
by what? Transient adventurers 
and opportunists! The Irish State 
can be said to have embodied this 
same certain ineffable quality, 


whether you call it clannishness or 
the cup of racial pride overflowing 
to complacency. For all its faults, 
that State from 1922 to the end 
the twentieth century, mainta 
a healthy (at least nominal) sen 
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ancient European peoples. The 
attitude of complacent deference 
alone is enough to doom the 
enterprise. Even if the numbers 
were not overwhelming, even if the 
newcomers were not incompatible, 
how could a spineless entity like our 
modern “liberal democracies” hope 
to assimilate outsiders into a native 
culture? 


Assimilation in Irish 
History 


The Crown administration never 
wore out their frustration at their 
subjects going native in Ireland. 
And their frustration grew ever 
more exterminationist with every 
century. It was the blood, it was 
the very material existence of the 
Irish that was the root cause of all 
ills. "What hath made the Geraldins, 
the Laceyes, the Purcells to alter 
the nature of themselves from the 
nature of theire names but their 
former Irishe matches? What hathe 
turned them from English which 
they sound in name to Irish which 
appeare in nature? from men to 
monsters but their Irishe matches, 
[...] the blood of their Irishe mothers 
hath wasted away the natural love 
they bare to theire mother England." 
The English certainly subscribed to 
an assimilationist view of sorts, in 
so far as they viewed Anglo-lrish 
settlers as being absorbed into Irish 
culture through ties of blood and 
custom, and as such no longer to be 
trusted. To be treated in effect as 
foreigners. 


For Eoin McNeill the early Norman 
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colonists did not have a strong 
rooted sense of nationality, nothing 
to compare with the Gaels, and not 
even a strong identification with 
England. "Among themselves they 
knew no distinction of Norman, 
Angevin, Poitevin, or Aquitanian, The 
most English of them came of three 
generations of residence in England 
as a foreign element—as Franks. 
These were only a few. The majority 
had lived in Wales or the Welsh 
marches [...] The fact remains, that 
the colonists had no nationality until 
in the course of time they became 
lrelandmen, and ultimately more 
Irish than the Irish.” 


While many polemicists of Irish 
history have subscribed to the 
assimilationist view, James Connolly 
was one who seemed to hold little 
store by it. "From time to time many 
weird and fanciful theories have 
been evolved to account for the 
transformation of English settlers 
of one generation into Irish patriots 
in the next. We have been told it 
was the air, or the language, or the 
religion, or the hospitality, or the 
lovableness of Ireland; and all the 
time the naked economic fact, the 
material reason, was as plain as 
the alleged reason was mythical 
or spurious.” In other words he 
didn't think foreigners assimilated 
into Gaelic civilisation as such. He 
thought they just sided against 
the next influx of foreigners out of 
material self-interest. 


Putting aside his somewhat 
reductionist materialism, there is 
some credence to the idea that the 
assimilation theory has been over- 
romanticised, It was a complicated, 
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bloody affair with few lessons other 
than, “Don't allow large numbers of 
foreigners into your country." The 
dramatic fate of the Geraldines and 
other partially Gaelicised Anglo- 
Norman families has _ initiated 
them into the Irish story. It was 
the blood that was shed as much 
as the blood that was shared. 
And along with that, of course, the 
blood that was shed for a religion 
that was shared. But the story is 
often less than romantic. In the 
final analysis, attempted alliances 
between Gaelsmen and Old English 
— but for a few exceptions — were 
disappointments, even on _ the 
common ground of Catholicism. 
The colleges on the continent 
to which the Irish nobility of the 
seventeenth century sent their 
sons, were rife with inter-ethnic 
conflict and intrigues between 
Gaelic and Old English. It was their 
mutual destruction at the sword of 
Mercantile England that made them 
in any sense blood brothers. 


Consider the Nine Years’ War, 
where Mountjoy as Lord Deputy 
relaxed policy against Catholics in 
the south of Ireland to “detatch 
the Anglo-lrish race from (Hugh) 
O'Neill's standard”, a policy which 
John Mitchel reminded us, “could 


hardly operate in the North whete: 


the war was national, not religious.” 
The English ply was successful. E 

the great Confederation of Kilkenr 
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Army, demonstrated the entrenched 
ethnic faultlines between Gael and 
Old English. As J.F. Taylor wro 
in his biography of O'Neill, t 
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towns in the eastern and southern 
counties. The old colony was a 
casualty of Cromwell's totalitarian 
experiment in confiscation and 
transportation. Uprooted from 
the lands they had held for almost 
half a millennium, they lost their 
identity. 


The English race in Ireland either 
forgot their own distinctive myths 
and traditions or repudiated them. 
In 1600 it was still common for the 
old English to boast of the ‘blood 
of the conquest’ in their veins. 
By 1700, their descendants were 
unaware of that blood or, more 
importantly, ashamed of it. 


Becoming “more Irish than the 
Irish themselves” meant, in this 
case, almost being exterminated 
from the face of the earth. Derive 
what lesson from that you will. 
Meanwhile the Gaelic spirit, now 
linked inextricably to the Catholic 
faith (standing in relation to a 
Protestant faith) and sustained on 
Jacobite dreams, hunkered down for 
a hard eighteenth century. 


Republicanism and 
Gaelicism 


It is no coincidence that James 
Connolly was one of the few who 
spoke out frankly about mass- 
immigration in his day, seeing 
scab labour from England as “a 
new plantation, this time with the 
blessing and connivance of the 
Parliamentary leaders of the Irish 
race at home and abroad." In some 
ways his materialism allowed him 
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to see this clearer than others, 
whereas intellectuals who strove for 
spiritual purity, sometimes missed 
the forest for the trees. “No work 
in Ireland for Irishmen, lots of work 
for Brit-Huns—every ship that goes 
to England carrying away Irish men 
to jobs in England; every ship that 
comes to Ireland carrying over Brit- 
Huns to jobs in Ireland.” Connolly 
could see things in cold economic 
terms but without suppressing 
his better Gaelic instincts, a trait 
which rattled many of his “open 
borders” socialist contemporaries. 
But Irish nationalists of Connolly's 
generation had a circle to square 
and to some extent it hasn't been 
squared yet. It was alegacy of Tone’s 
Republicanism but it was also just 
a legacy of history. How could the 
Green and the Orange be reconciled 
under the cause of Irish separatism? 


The story of Gaelic absorption 
(however you romanticise _ it) 
always runs aground on the Ulster 
Plantation, both for its extremity, 
its method, its strong religious 
component and of course the fact 
that it has not yet been resolved. 
Marcus Tanner writing about it said: 
"The Old English were lost to the 
Protestant cause under Elizabeth 
|. The native Irish slipped away 
under James |, as the seminarians 
infiltrated the countryside. Having 
failed to convert the existing 
population, the English began work 
on a more drastic solution to the 
lrish problem. They would import 
a whole new population of ready- 
made Protestants to serve as 
permanent watchmen on the rest.” 
Republicanism, founded essentially 
by Anglo-lrish Protestants, the 


only people in Ireland who had a 
political voice at that time, proposed 
to reconcile the “watchmen” with 
the Irish nation under the flag 
of separatism. The nineteenth 
century threw up many great Irish 
nationalists of Anglo-Protestant 
heritage who sought to carry 
forward this sentiment, though 
its espoused pluralism met with 
limited results. By the end of the 
century, Irish nationalism had 
grown more Gaelic if anything and 
the Protestants of Ulster more 
entrenched. Republicans have 
tended to blame England or religion 
for the latter. But if republicanism 
itself holds any blame, it is a certain 
myopia. Or perhaps a desire to see 
things not as they are but how they 
ought to be. 


The sentiment as expressed by 
Michael Collins in The Path to 
Freedomis basically characteristic of 
how his contemporaries addressed 
the subject. 


We have the task before us 
to impregnate our northern 
countrymen with the national 
outlook. We have aé_ million 
Protestant Irishmen to convert 
out of our small population of 
four-and-a-half millions. Is not 
that incentive enough to cause 
us to join together to win a far 
greater victory than ever we got 
against the British? If we could 
have won that victory, there would 
have been no enemy to vanquish. 


The tendency of the sentiment 
in the North-East, when not 
interfered with, was national, and 
in favour of freedom and unity. 


Like almost every Irish nationalist 
of the time who wrote about this 
subject, there is a certain nal 
(perhaps a conscious one) regar 
the difficult task of “nationa 
the northern Protestant tre 
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considerably different from what 
Tone might have envisioned. For the 
rising had unleashed not abstract 
notions of egalitarian liberty so 
much as the righteous spirit of a 
nearly broken people. 


While Connolly rejected the 
traditional assimilation thesis, he 
also substituted his own variation. 
This is where his materialism led 
him back into the same maze as 
everybody else. You could say that 
the claim of Tone's republicanism 
(to unite Green and Orange) is a 
pale imitation of Gaelic Ireland's 
legendary powers of absorption. 
You could also say that the socialists 
produced an even more refracted 
reflection of that, when they sought 
to assimilate on the basis of working 
class solidarity: reducing Gaelicism 
to a structure of class relations and 
reframing the old Brehon system as 
a kind of proto-communism. 


Dreams of assimilation don't always 
work out. Wolfe Tone thought 
he could unite Catholics and 
Protestants by fighting the English. 
John Redmond thought he could 
unite them by fighting the Germans. 
James Connolly thought he could 
do it by fighting the capitalists. The 
Green and the Orange as Connolly 
saw it could be reconciled at the level 
of workers rights. This dream which 
was carried on by left-republicans 
died in a sense at Sunningdale 
in 1974 after the Ulster Workers’ 
Council strike. A visceral rejection 
of the assimilation thesis of Irish 
history. You could go one further | 
suppose and say the attitude of left- 
republicans to mass-immigration 
carries this attempt to another 
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extreme; the belief they can unite 
all races of the world in a materialist 
hodgepodge and call it Ireland. It 
is a far cry from anything real or 
anything rooted. What is it but a 
very, very muddied reflection of a 
reflection of something that wasn't 
all that it seemed to begin with? 


While most radical nationalists of 
the early twentieth century were 
perfectly willing to see northern 
Protestants as part of an Irish 
nation, that prospect was further off 
than ever. 1798 and its aftermath 
had done little, in practice, to 
reconcile traditions. It had, however, 
formalised a new iteration of Irish 
separatism and sent it careening 
into the nineteenth century. By the 
end of that century, republicanism 
was a different animal entirely. As 
was the Catholic Church in Ireland, 
as was the Catholic middle-class, 
both of which were on the ascent. 


While An Gorta Mér had helped 
destroy the Irish language, the 
murder of Ireland was bungled. It 
could not destroy the overwhelming 
demographic force which Irish 
Catholics held, even when the 
dead were counted. And with this 
downtrodden majority for better or 
worse resided the “raw material” (as 
Moran called it) of Gaelic Ireland. It 
was what had survived since the 
Treaty of Limerick and it would be 
the decisive core of any new society, 
secular or otherwise. It was out 
of this human raw material that 
movements like the Land League 
were made. | speak not of Catholic 
Ireland as a religious fact so much 
as a demographic fact, It was 
demography that in many ways 
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played the decisive role. 


Romantic nationalism of the 
kind that was flourishing on the 
continent awoke, first through the 
Young Irelanders, especially Thomas 
Davis, and then more substantially 
through the Gaelic Revival. It was 
a necessary intervention at a time 
when Ireland as a distinct nationality 
was fading. As James Connolly 
put it, “the Irish Gael sank out of 
sight and in his place the middle- 
class politicians, capitalists and 
ecclesiastics laboured to produce 
a hybrid Irishman, assimilating 
a hybrid social system, a foreign 
speech, and a foreign character.” 
The language which in O'Hegarty’s 
estimation had allowed the native 
Irish to survive the eighteenth 
century was now vanishing before 
his eyes. He opined that if “not for 
the Irish language in the century 
after 1691, there might be no Irish 
people at all. In the darkness of 
this period the people reformed 
themselves behind the rampart of 
Irish, and re-conquest.” The decline 
of Irish as a spoken language took 
with it, inevitably, a share of race 
consciousness, for the latter was 
preserved in the ordinary people 
through a living native tongue. But 
the spectacle of its decline ignited 
an intellectual and cultural reaction 
which, for the first time since the 
days of Hugh O'Neill, put the Gael on 
his rightful pedestal, as the raison 
d‘étre of Irish nationality. This would 
result in the greatest generation of 
Irish nationalists. Atthe same time it 
would present serious challenges to 
republican pluralism. What worked 
in theory was not guaranteed to 
work in practice. 


Separatism and religious liberties 
were now only a fraction of the 
nationalist project which demandeé 
nothing less than the resurrectia 
of Gaelic Ireland. At the same tif 
nationalist intellectuals, of 
backgrounds, struggled to fre 
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oneself off totally, just as to open 
oneself totally, can be destructive. 
But to deny blood inheritance as an 
aspect of nationality is as absurd as 
to deny language or culture. For it is 
the continuity of a people through 
time that forms the “raw material” 
(Moran's phrase) of the nation. 


Moran (not a separatist or a 
pluralist but an assertive middle 
class Catholic and Gaelicist) was 
dismissive of Tone's republicanism, 
seeing it as a negation of Gaelicism. 
Tone and Emmet to him were 
just Palesmen, imitation French 
revolutionaries, who had no rooted 
concept of Irish nationality. But 
leaving aside the form and even the 
emissaries of republicanism, itis still 
the case that through this form and 
through these emissaries, the Gael 
moved. Tone articulated an ideology 
of separatism which could have 
no moral or material basis except 
through the ordinary Gael. It was the 
vast dispossessed majority (Catholic 
in religion and Gaelic for the most 
part in outlook) who were the “raw 
material” out of which any republic 
would have to be constructed. It 
was this sleeping giant of ethnic 
identity upon which any separatist 
movement had to be founded. It was 
a long painful process but a hundred 
years later the Gaelic Revival was 
in full swing and the republican 
tradition — as a viable vehicle for 
lrish nationality — was largely in the 
hands of the Gael, 


The Gaelic Revival restored the Gaelic 
idea to the forefront of nationality. 
Nothing that came afterwards could 
neglect that fact. And no concept of 
Irish nationality could evade it. 


"More Irish Than the Irish” 


Douglas Hyde, whose heritage was 
Protestant and whose mission 
was ostensibly pluralistic, wrote 
that we "must strive to cultivate 
everything that is most racial, 
most smacking of the soil, most 
Gaelic, most Irish, because in spite 
of the little admixture of Saxon 
blood in the north-east corner, this 
island is and will ever remain Celtic 
at the core, far more Celtic than 
most people imagine, because, as | 
have shown you, the names of our 
people are no criterion of their race. 
On racial lines, then, we shall best 
develop, following the bent of our 
own natures.” The more that Gaelic 
racial consciousness was evoked, 
the more it reasserted itself as real. 
You could say that pluralism in 
Irish nationalism both succeeded 
and failed. It failed in so far as 
sectarianism, to date has not been 
overcome. The idea that a more 
moderate, conciliatory path might 
have changed things is questionable. 
After all, even Redmond's Home 
Rule Bill wasn't moderate enough. 
At a certain point you have to let 
nature take its course. We must 
pursue Gaelicism for its own sake 
without second guessing ourselves, 
without constantly looking over our 
shoulders. We shouldn't expect too 
much of pluralism. We shouldn't put 
our faith in religions that promise us 
an earthly paradise. We should be 
suspicious of cheap slogans about 
“multiculturalism” or “diversity”. 
We should take heed of history, 
take heed of human nature, and 
take the lessons we learn there to 
heart. What is certain above all is 
that nobody follows weakness. They 
follow strength. It is time we hitched 
the wagon of Irish nationalism to a 


political system that upholds the 
natural order of things. Not life as 
we would wish it to be, but life as it 
is. 


Pluralism succeeded in so far as it 
meant the gift to Ireland of great 
individuals from Richard Tyrrell in 
the seventeenth century to John 
Mitchel in the nineteenth. It didn't 
give us paradise on earth. But it 
gave us a few giants. When Pearse 
wrote up his canon, placing Tone, 
Emmet, Lalor, Davis and Mitchel at 
the head of the nationalist tradition, 
you could say he was in a mode of 
assimilation. The final and formal 
assimilation of republicanism into 
Gaelicism. Taking the great men 
of the last century and building a 
bridge out of them from the ancient 
past to the unknown future. A bridge 
which carried the Gaelic idea, half- 
dead and unconscious, by way of the 
republican separatists to his own 
day. He laid it out with a beauty and 
simplicity. And then he made it live 
by dying for it. Even a determined 
Young Irelander like John Mitchel 
had thought the "Milesian Irish as a 
distinct nation” were in a sense lost 
to history. But they rose again. And 
what they could not assimilate they 
shook off. As we must do in our own 
day. 


Conquest Undone 


History is a massacre. And what 
comes down to us through history is 
often wreckage. But what matters is 
not so much the record of conquest 
as the record of what has survived, 
In every generation for a thousand 
years, the Gael has fought (in one 


way or another) to be a Gael. Against 
all odds, surviving sometimes only 
as a shadow... but enough of it got 
through. It is the spirit of the Gael 
which represents the essential 
essence of what Irish nationality 
must be. It is the thing we ar 
climbing back up the mounta 
towards. Butit can only be preservi 
and transmitted through the “ 
material” of the Irish people. 7 
must survive or it must die. 
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from the emigration que 
are in fact the same q 
National Party is comm 
only restricting immigr 
Ireland but reversing ij 
inward migration fro’ 
diaspora, incentivising 
formation and cappin 
of foreign nationals 
percentage of the por 
may or may not have 
assimilation” but i 
and a limit. We've ¢ 
perverse genius for e 
children overseas 0 
This must change. 
left must come h 
that are here must n 
them. @ 


This article was sub 
a member of the 


Centenary: Death of 
Arthur Griffith 
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poe Griffith's sudden death on 
12 August 1922 was somewhat 
overshadowed by the subsequent 
Geath of Michael Collins on 22 August 


f 
r 


ar more Gramatic circumstances. 


Nnereas Collins was killed by a 
bullet at Béal na Bla, Griffith died 
ry 4 cerebral hemorrhage at his 


There has been a popular perception 
that Griffith's life and deeds 
have also been overshadowed 
by contemporaries from the War 
of Independence period. In the 
eponymous Michael Collins film, 
Griffith plays a very minor side 
character and his role as leader 
of the Irish delegation at the 
Treaty negotiations is notoriously 
omitted wholesale from the 1996 
film, AS one half of the pro-Treaty 


duopoly alongside Collins, Griffith 
will always play second fiddle in 
popular perceptions and memory. 
Unlike Collins, who was handsome, 
dynamic, and youthful, Griffith 
was more genteel, quiet, and 
bureaucratic. While photographs 
of the determined young Collins 
wearing the uniform of Commander 
in Chief of the Army adorn pubs 
across Ireland, it is hard comparably 
to imagine photographs of the 
moustached, bespectacled Griffith 
sitting at his desk capturing a similar 
romantic appeal. 


Understanding who the real Arthur 
Griffith was has been the task 
of several historians and_ public 
commentators in the weeks 
surrounding the centenary of his 
death. A recent (2018) book by Colum 
Kenny tried to examine who the real 
Griffith was, supposedly defusing 
polarised myths and unfortunate 
caricatures in the process. A distinct 
impression left from Kenny's book is 
that in each incidence where Griffith 
is negatively portrayed, he feels 
content to transfer the sin to Eamon 
de Valera. Griffith was anti-Semitic? 
But de Valera failed to appoint Robert 
Briscoe to the cabinet in the 1930s. 
Griffith crumbled to British pressure 
at the Treaty negotiations? But de 
Valera never went at all. Whereas 
Griffith is portrayed as decent and 
wronged, there can be no doubt 
that de Valera was the vindicative 
besmircher of Griffith's posthumous 
reputation. Kenny's biography may 
be useful as a flat defence of Griffith 
for a post-modern liberal audience, 
but it does little to actually examine 
the fuller side of Griffith’s worldview. 
Griffith was an autodidact who 
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left school at fourteen. Despite 
his humble origins as a printer's 
son from Dublin, Griffith was a 
remarkably well-read man whose 
early career was distinguished 
by his involvement in nationalist 
literary societies. Here, in the late 
nineteenth century, they debated 
not just the politics of contemporary 
Ireland and the world, but poured 
over literature, poetry, and the 
classics. Griffith acquired a well- 
rounded self-education which was 
to stand to him in later life as he 
came toe-to-toe with the privileged 
elite of the British establishment 
during the Treaty debates. He did 
not possess an inferiority complex 
of any kind. 


Perhaps the most formative event 
which shaped Griffith's politics was 
the trauma of the Parnell affair. 
In the aftermath of the Katherine 
O'Shea scandal, which dethroned 
the ‘uncrowned king of Ireland’, 
Griffith and his intellectual clique of 
cultural nationalists aligned heavily 
with Parnell. They even saw him 
off from a Dublin train station as 
he made his last fateful journey 
west from which his health rapidly 
deteriorated. Griffith overlooked 
any of Parnell's previous foibles 
and failings when he began to 
articulate a more radical view of 
Irish nationalism, likely owing to his 
desertion by former loyal acolytes in 
the aftermath of the O'Shea affair. 
For Griffith, this was sufficient to 
earn his support. The lifelong impact 
of the Parnellite split on Griffith was 
his urge to maintain unity within the 
Nationalist movement. 


Throughout Griffith's life, he was a 


follower in search of a leader, After 
Parnell’s death, he thought he found 
his leader in the form of William 
Rooney. Rooney's premature 
death at the age of twenty seven 
severely impacted Griffith, whom 
he considered his closest friend 
and collaborator. | Subsequent 
prospective leaders came and 
went, including William Bulfin and 
Laurence Ginnell, as well as his 
predecessors as leader of Sinn Féin 
Edward Martyn and John Sweetman. 
Instead of seeking the centre-stage, 
Griffith's career was marked by 
a busy attachment to laying the 
groundwork for the development 
of advanced nationalism. When in 
1917, Griffith quietly stepped out of 
the role of president of Sinn Féin to 
allow Eamon de Valera to take the 
role, he was once again happy to 
leave the duty of national leadership 
to another. It was also an expression 
of his commitment to preserving 
unity and avoiding splits. 


Despite his tendency to play 
a backroom role, Griffith was 
influential in driving nationalist 
ideology towards new _ horizons. 
Early in his career, Griffith was a 
separatist and a member of the Irish 
Republican Brotherhood who stood 
foursquare behind the demand for 
an independent Irish Republic. His 
thinking on strategy evolved, if not 
his ultimate objective and desire to 
see an Irish Republic realised, Part 
of the revisionist reinterpretation 
of Griffith in the recent centenary 
analyses has been to remark how 
he was a ‘monarchist’, a subtext 
of which is to obscure the modern 
Sinn Féin party's claim to stand 
on the bedrock of republicanism, 


Although Griffith proposed a ‘dual 
monarchy’, modelled along Austro- 
Hungarian lines, as a more radical 
alternative to home rule and which 
he hoped could unify the advanced 
nationalist movement, he Ww 
never a pro-British monarchi 
He was instrumentally involvec 
organising protests against ther 
visit of Queen Victoria to Ireland 
his newspaper published 
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the stronger power of others. It is 
untrue to claim he was a doctrinaire 
pacifist, as he was an early and eager 
supporter of the Irish Volunteers. He 
joined their gun-running at Howth in 
July 1914 and personally drilled with 
a rifle. In the lead up to the 1916 
Rising, he was invited by the Military 
Council of the IRB to be consulted 
about a planned Rising. Although 
its members subsequently failed to 
honour a promise to keep Griffith 
in the loop, he made no objection 
to the Rising plans. On the contrary 
he appeared an_ enthusiastic 
supporter of the plans. Later, as 
acting president of Dail Eireann 
for 18 months during the War of 
Independence, the buck stopped 
with him as the IRA's guerrilla war 
was Carried out across the country. 
Thus, his supposed pacifism has 
been extremely overrated in popular 
history. 


Elected as a TD for Cavan at a 
by-election in 1917, Griffith was 
re-elected at the December 1918 
general election. But he was absent 
for the first meeting of Dail Eireann 
due to being imprisoned in England. 
For those who may snidely imply 
that Griffith was less of a patriot ora 
‘fighting man’, it is worth noting that 
he served longer collective spells in 
jail cells than many contemporary 
republican heroes. He earned his 
stripes in this respect. 


Perhaps the event which has most 
coloured Griffith's reputation has 
been his role in negotiating the 
Anglo-lrish Treaty in late 1921. Being 
dispatched to London by de Valera 
as head of the Irish delegation of 
plenipotentiaries, Griffith's role 


and expectations were ambiguous, 
When he did make the decision to 
sign the Treaty in the early hours 
of 6 December 1921, his fellow 
members of the delegation followed 
suit. When it was referred back 
to the Cabinet, and subsequently 
to the Dail, the Agreement was 
ratified by a narrow majority. He 
subsequently became president of 


Dail Eireann, as de Valera resigned 


ratification. But even as preside t, 
Griffith was overshadowed 


embryonic southern state. 


Throughout 1922, Griffith worke 
tirelessly to make a success 
the Treaty. His last year 
characterised by a firm attachme 
to defending his decision of 
December and trying to just 
agreement by citing its potent 
to create an autonomous 
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January that each article 
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On the question of the 
Griffith aspired to 
Ireland come abou 


thought it was a_ short-term 
impossibility. He, like many others 
across the Treaty split divide, felt 
the Boundary Commission promised 
by the Treaty would automatically 
grant a considerable degree of 
northern nationalist territory to 
the Free State and that a reunified 
Ireland would be inevitable. There 
is a degree to which this was never 
realistic, even in a scenario where 
substantial portions of territory 
were to be annexed to the south, 
but it was not worth considering for 
many at the time. 


At the start of 1922, Griffith told his 
wife Mollie that he would be out of 
politics by August. This was to prove 
a prophetic statement, as he died on 
12 August suddenly. His death and 
the subsequent death of Collins left 
the new state bereft of its two most 
prominent leaders. While some 
suggested that Richard Mulcahy 
should step into the shoes left by 
Griffith/Collins, Mulcahy failed to do 
so and thus the premiership of the 
new Free State was left in the hands 
of W.T. Cosgrave. 


Under Cosgrave’s reign, the Civil 
War intensified bitterly and was 
marked by brutal executions and 
reprisals. Post-Civil War, the Free 
State’s economic policy diverged 
strongly from the protectionism 
and prosperity advocated by Griffith 
and instead took a conventional 
conservative British-inspired 
approach to ordering the nation’s 
economy. 


Dead at 51, Griffith left a life 
unfulfilled. His vision for an 
independent Ireland, which he had 
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spent his adult life articulating and 
promoting in several newspapers, 
was never implemented. Griffith's 
passionate nationalism is worth 
remembering. It is encapsulated 
in his rejection of the idea that the 
nation was "nothing more than a 
collection of human beings, and 
that the interests of the nation 
were nothing more than the 
interests of the said human beings 
—a body without a soul.” Instead, he 
continued, "When we say we love 
Ireland we do not mean by Ireland 
the peasants in the fields, the 
workers in the factories, the teachers 
in the schools, the professors in the 
colleges — we mean the soul into 
which we were born and which was 
born into us." 


This article was submitted by 
a member of the National Party 
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Is There Really No 
Political Solution? 


Tadgh Mac Gabhann 


“And herein let those who in our time are disposed to be toc 
scornful of politicians take heed. It was the weakening of the 
Irish political machine which opened the way to anglicisation 


the biggest fight. The submersion of the Irish political system 
was the first definite step into anglicisation, as it must bet 
last step out of it. The political system went first, then the lance 


rendered possible only by the success of the attack on the 


first.” — P.S. O'Hegarty 


The Thirty Years’ War 


hen people say, “There is 

no political solution!” what 
they are advocating is violence as 
an alternative to politics. That is 
essentially the binary. But they 
should keep in mind that the 
Provisional IRA fought a gruelling 
thirty years’ war to end up, in 2022, 
as heirs to a political party that 
supports the destruction of the Irish 
People. A party that resembles less 
the revolutionary vanguard of Irish 
nationalism than the psychotic fever 
dream of Californian identity politics. 


The idea that there is a convenient 


thing is the adjunct to the other and 
— as we see throughout history 


who make the deals, good or bad, 
It is political ideas and choices thai 
forge the future. And if war is really 
“politics by other means", then all is 
political. 


The "Sinn Féin rebellion" of 1916 hai 
little to do with Sinn Féin or Artht 
Griffith but politically that iteration ol 
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Sinn Féin was the beneficiary, even if 
the form differed significantly from 
Griffith's pre-Rising conceptions 
and assumptions and even _ if 
Griffith himself had to step aside 
and compromise to make it work. 
The existence of Sinn Féin at that 
crucial Moment, as an expression 
of the political, was the bridge 
forward to a new world. It was the 
organisation that got the blame 
by the media and which everybody 
subsequently rallied around. It was 
the organisation that had a political 
plan which triumphed in the 1918 
election. And it was a delegation 
whose credentials were ratified by 
the revolutionary Dail that went on 
to sign the Treaty which, like it or not 
— and many in the IRA didn't like it 
— formed the basis for a State which 
is still in existence. The debates over 
that are neither here nor there. 
Many a romantic notion comes 
to grief upon the rocks of political 
realities but it need not always be 
so. It is the misunderstanding of 
power and of politics that causes 


much of the agony. As the famous 
quote of Pericles goes, “Just because 
you do not take an interest in politics 
doesn't mean politics won't take an 
interest in you.” 


The thirty years’ war which the 
Provisional IRA fought can be 
rationalised or debated in any 
numbers of ways. Some might say 
that, in practice, it was a war to get 
loyalists to sign up to a Sunningdale 
type arrangement. That’s not what 
the people on the ground may 
have thought they were fighting 
for... but what if that was simply 
the maximum that could have 
been achieved militarily by the IRA 
alone in that period? And what if 
the political heads — at least those 
running the movement by the late 
1980s — knew it? Older figures 
like Ruairi O Bradaigh might have 
thought differently but they were no 
longer in control by then. 


That perhaps being the case, it is 
misleading when nationalists focus 


on the “Peace Process” as simply 
a capitulation of republican war 
aims. Political “stepping stones” 
are unpalatable but they are not 
intrinsically bad. What is intrinsically 
bad is the trajectory towards de- 
nationalisation of the republican 
movement. The acceptance of a 
political ideology into which rooted 
identity and tradition sink and 
dissolve as though into a vat of acid. 


It took thirty years for a political off- 
ramp to materialise. It took thirty 
years before either the hardliners of 
political unionism or a broad enough 
cohort of loyalist paramilitaries 
had sufficient incentive to endorse 
change. Even at that it took outside 
political pressure to get anything 
signed off on. There was obstinacy 
from some republicans too when 
time came to make a deal but it 
doesn't change the fact that the 
essential difficulty going back to 
Carson and Craig was that political 
unionism had little incentive to 
Dudge. In the same way, the Treaty 
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delegation in 1921 had almost zero 
leverage with the Ulster unionists. 
And what leverage that might have 
been had by demanding border polls 
in Say Tyrone and Fermanagh, was 
fudged by the Irish delegation’s 
commitment (agreed by the Cabinet 
in Dublin) to the abstraction of 
“essential unity.” Pushing for border 
polls was admitting what they were 
giving up. Their purpose might have 
been to engineer a northern statelet 
too small to be viable (or one that 
could easily be destabilised) but this 
subtext could not be written into a 
treaty. It could not be explained ina 
public debate. 


As in the 1990s, abstract formulas 
ran aground on the slopes of politics, 
but after thirty years of bloodshed 
there was no real appetite for civil 
war. Wrong politics or not, politics 
triumphed. Coming from where they 
had been in 1968, the republican 
political leadership had _ clear 
incentives to make a negotiated 
peace. Yes it was short of what they 


said they wanted. Far short, But it 
was a way out. A way “forward”. To 
a movement riddled with spies and 
informers and bleeding out, it was 
pushing on an open door. 


Coming from where they were 
coming from (total hegemony), 
political unionism did not have any 
such incentive. The status quo was 
theirs to lose. It took decades of 
bloodshed and destabilisation to 
wear that situation down and they 
still have not really accepted it. They 
may never accept it. 


After 1998 and more clearly after 
2007, it became increasingly a war 
of political ideas and demographics. 
War by other means. The political 
ideas amounted, in the end, to 
Clintonite liberalism. Why? Because 
the American political intervention 
had shown everyone where the 
power was and where the money 
was. Sinn Féin became an “End 
of History” party and the internal 
northern struggle was gradually 


reshaped in public perception to suit 
new media narratives. The post-war 
six counties would not of course be 
post-sectarian but as the decades 
moved on, that sectarian element 
was played up as a left/right 
political divide in the context of an 
overall leftward trajectory. Certainly 
in the southern media today, the 
perception of northern politics is less 
to do with religion and nationality 
than it is to do with progressive 
versus reactionary forces. The story 
coming out of the recent Stormont 
election is the “rise” of Alliance, the 
supposedly post-sectarian faction 
that nobody mentions is unionist. 


Splitting Hairs 


Dissident republicans fixate on the 
1986 split and on issues of dogma 
like taking seats in Dublin, etc. but 
abstentionism from Leinster House 
is minor in contrast to the overall 
political journey which started 
much earlier. The substance of the 
ideas, the character of the leaders, 


the principles of the movement 
are what matter of course. But 
they only matter if the leaders can 
keep control of a movement and 
guide it towards an objective, even 
when many people do not want to 
follow. The origin of the 1986 split 
was northern nationalists pushing 
out the old southern guard whose 
political ideas they found moribund. 
It was not necessarily a break in 
the short-term from revolutionary 
violence. But it was a break in the 
long-term because it contained 
the off-ramp of parliamentary 
politics. Long-term the victory of 
party politics over physical force 
ideas was as inevitable as it was 
necessary after such a prolonged 
and painful period of conflict. The 
question was not revolutionary 
struggle versus political struggle but 
rather whose political ideas would 
control the movement. The 1981 
hunger strikes (partly by accident) 
created the political breakthrough 
that set the course. It was a matter 
of who had a political vision that 
was going to take things to the next 
level. Eire Nua was not going to cut it 
and northern nationalists didn't like 
it anyway. The political “right” so to 
speak of republicanism did not have 
a coherent enough vision that was 
anchored in the real world. 


In truth Irish republicanism has 
been a mess ideologically since 
1922, the chief outcome of the Civil 
War period being that it separated 
republicanism as a_ resistance 
movement from republicanism 
as a movement of political power, 
Whoever was in power in the 
Free State, whether Cumann na 
nGaedheal or Fianna Fail, ultimately 
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had a duty and an interest in 
upholding that State whereas the 
IRA as it continued, could only really 
endure aS an anti-system force, 
always hostile or at best ambivalent 
towards a 26 county political entity. 
At times they drifted either towards 
Catholic integralism or towards 
socialism but they inherently lacked 
anything like the depth of human 
resources that existed in the period 
between the Gaelic Revival and the 
Treaty split, when concentrated 
numbers of people across a broad 
social spectrum were energised 
towards parliamentary, cultural or 
militant nationalism. 


In the end, revolutionary socialism 
(viewing itself as part of an 
international anti-imperialist 
phenomenon) had more to offer 
politically it seemed and had more 
propaganda value in the context of 
the Troubles. It also provided a belief 
structure that was in sympathy with 
the prevailing counter culture and so 
won out. With time this vague third- 
worldist conception would melt into 
mainstream liberalism as it did in 
most western countries after the 
fall of the Soviet Union. And the 
Good Friday Agreement would bake 
that into the cake. All solutions are 
political solutions. The Sinn Féin 
political solution, in the end, was 
to become an American colour 
revolution, 


They will say that this has been 
a successful strategy. And in 
some ways it has been. But then 
again, being a vampire might be a 
successful strategy in Bram Stoker's 
Transylvania. Like all deals with the 
devil, it comes at the ultimate cost 
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of your soul. 


Living in the Present 


Irish republicans who grew up in 
the 1960s and 1970s in a period of 
brutal conflict, also grew up with the 
increasing dominance of US counter 
culture. A phenomenon all the more 
confusing because it masked itself 
in Anti-Americanism. In effect this 
was a low level destabilisation 
of western societies through 
increasingly commodified youth 
rebellion which seemed to seep into 
everything it touched and has never 
really gone away. It is not surprising 
that the intellectual radicalism of 
the 1960s and 1970s would go on 
to lead the sell-out to the forces of 
global liberalism, and drag veterans 
of the old school republican tradition 
with it. It is not easy to course- 
correct once you have committed a 
movement In a certain direction and 
after you have invested so much in 
blood and spirit. The revolution sold 
to them, they bought. 


The Sinn Féin of the 1990s to 
the present is only an adjunct 
to a process that has colonised 
all of Irish politics. Including the 
mainstream political parties. The 
greatest tragedy of their strategy 
was that it removed, at a crucial 
moment, all opposition to the 
new liberal order. They left Ireland 
ideologically defenceless by herding 
republicans into the slatted house of 
global liberalism on the promise of a 
United Ireland. The personal revenge 
which they have imposed politically 
on parties like the DUP and on 
southern parties like Fianna Fail, 
must undoubtedly be gratifying to 
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them and to their base. But it cannot 
be called a victory over England or 
over the Free State because these 
things are just appendages to the 
system before which they too kneel. 
Michelle O'Neill can talk all she likes 
about “London elites” but the reality 
is that Dublin looks more and more 
like the rougher parts of London. No 
party draping itself in wishy-washy 
left-liberal platitudes is going to 
change that. 


The biggest party in Stormont is 
now Sinn Féin. They may well be 
the biggest party in Ireland. But the 
ruling power on this island is global 
liberalism and Sinn Féin are doing 
nothing to stop it destroying us. 


Some Irish republicans will say that 
they don't like it but it's worth it. Or 
that it’s the only way. Or that it's 
just some grand strategy. But many 
others are clearly true believers. In 
the end, you are what you eat. You 
are what you consume. You are 
what you promote. Liberalism has 
become both the end and the means. 
It has become the road to victory 
and the victory itself. But the victory 
of what and over what? Liberalism 
is just the same old invasion but 
in postmodern terms. If victory is 
the grooming of our children by 
pederasts and the overwhelming 
of our country by foreigners, then 
it is no victory at all. It is one step 
forward and many steps backwards. 


Irish republicanism is nothing if it is 
not a vehicle for Irish nationalism. 
There have been other such vehicles 
in the past (counter-Reformation, 
Jacobitism, etc.) and there may be 
others in the future. Republicanism 


was significant in that it restated the 
case for separation, more strongly 
and in more modern terms, at a 
time when it needed to be restated. 
It also held out the invitation 
to “Catholics, Protestants and 
Dissenters" to see themselves as 
one people. This is something which 
has worked out more in theory than 
in practice, It is ironic that most of 
the “egalitarian” rhetoric associated 
with Irish republicanism ("cherish 
all the children of the nation 
equally", etc.) is often specifically 
addressed towards Ulster unionists. 
It is still more ironic that out of that 
egalitarian rhetoric evolved the 
current “ultra-progressive” pose, 
the chief purpose of which is to out- 
flank unionists for their allegedly 
backward and reactionary politics. 
The northern conflict gamed as a 
left-right divide. But such games are 
counterproductive when in the end 
it is Irish nationalism that has been 
outflanked. It is our ability to defend 
ourselves long-term that has been 
compromised. 


The most charitable interpretation 
of left-republicanism (post-1960s) 
is that it seeks to defend Ireland by 
throwing in Ireland’s lot with what 
Frantz Fanon called the “wretched of 
the earth.” The former colonies. The 
dispossessed. The global south. The 
Ireland which it purports to defend is 
shackled existentially to a concept of 
Irish people as an oppressed group. 
This is an explicitly racialised identity 
as it positions itself with regard toa 
European oppressor. 


A less charitable interpretation 
is that left-republicanism is not 
interested in defending Ireland at 


all. It consciously undermines the 
idea of ethnic and rooted belonging 
in order to pursue _ post-lrish 
fantasies of “uniting the working 
classes of all backgrounds and 
traditions." A project which failed in 
the six counties and which is failing 
once more in the 26. Not only does 
it ignore the nuances of human 
identities but it plays right into the 
hands of corporate multinational 
Ireland, upholding as it does a 
rootless, nationless vision of the 
future. 


Whichever interpretation you 
accept, the outcome is the same. 
By the early 2000s, we see Ireland 
being attacked not as an “oppressed 
nation” but as an “oppresser nation”. 
A European nation. It is studied — 
and pathologised as a “racial state” 
by foreign NGOs and academics. 
Roddy Doyle's “blacks of Europe” 
are now “White Irish” according to 
the Central Statistics Office. And 
that is the front on which we are 
attacked. The intellectuals of left- 
republicanism have no answer to 
this type of subversion because they 
are accomplice to it. And neith 
truth be told, do the remna 
of the physical force traditi 
These dissident groups howeve 
disillusioned with the outcome o 
the Good Friday Agreement, rema 
essentially the disciples of a 1960 
cultural paradigm. 


Nationalism or Nothing 


It may be that the long-te 
outcome of Brexit will be the brea’ 
of the United Kingdom. There | 
certain logic to this, Brexit b 
in a sense a very English rebe 


and not at all a British one. The 
destruction of the Union is certainly 
to be hoped for. Though what that 
will look like in practice, is currently 
beyond our control. It will be messier 
than anyone can imagine. But the 
future always Is. 


Geographical unity, however 
essential, is not enough. If our 
island is a “melting pot” of foreign 
identities, then the essential 
core of Irish nationality — will 
inevitably be eroded. Such that 
there will be little difference really 
between multicultural Ireland and 
multicultural England in and of 
themselves. To believe otherwise 
would be hubris. The language of 
egalitarianism and progressivism 
has been used to demonise rooted 
identity. It has been used to paint 
nationalism as the root of all 
evil. And this has been a political 
development. 


The people best placed to stop all 
this have been Sinn Féin. They hold 
the anti-system vote in the south. 
They have the street credentials 
in the north. But they have done 
nothing but support the rot. 
The DUP may come and go. But 
the consequences of plantation, 
whether in the seventeenth century 
or the twenty-first century, that 
lasts a little longer. The political 
ideology or even the political calculus 
of modern Sinn Féin is simply not up 
to scratch, And it hasn't been for a 
very long time. Its crime is not that it 
abandoned war for politics but that 
it abandoned the national idea for 
an anti-national one, 


They have staked everything on a 


Is There Really No Political Solution? 


border poll that may come or may 
not, which may triumph or may not. 
Is the repackaged Alliance party — 
which we hear heralded as the end 
of “green and orange politics” — 
really that or is it just the new face of 
political unionism? A friendly liberal 
face to meet the friendly liberal face 
of new republicanism. It is a detail 
for the future. But it is not a detail 
that will worry the liberal order one 
way or another. Which borders go 
or which borders stay are of little 
consequence to their designs. Forwe 
are all the same amorphous blob to 
them. What matters is who controls 
Ireland and what they believe. From 
their perspective it is not a question 
of 26+6 but rather what that means 
for NATO and the EU. 


As far as political solutions or “non- 
political” solutions go, the lesson 
is this. There is a cost to be paid 
in the future for dismissing, in the 
present, the importance of political 
and ideological leadership. You can 
fight for thirty years or for a hundred 
years. You can win every single 
battle and still lose the war because 
a settlement when it comes must 
finally be a political one with political 
choices and political consequences. 
And if you are out of the loop there, 
you are out of the loop for good 
and all. This is true, regardless 
of what system you intend to 
implement and regardless of other 
circumstances. No movement can 
dismiss the political. It is the political 
that dismisses you. @ 


This article was submitted by 
a member of the National Party 
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The Nationalism of 


Ff ichael Collins: 


A Positive Vision 


Daithi O Scannlain 


\A/" the one-hundred-year 
anniversary of the tragic 


death of Michael Collins upon us, 
tributes and discussion are flowing 


from all political 
organisations who 
dissimilar in terms 
political history 
remains a towe! 
people and 
this island we 


some of his legacy, or in the case of 
our ruling class, appropriate him for 
their ends. We all know the well told 
stories of Collins’ life, his involvement 
in the Easter Rising, his leadership 
in the War of Independence and 
most controversially, his signing of 
the Anglo-lrish Treaty. It is beyond 
the scope of this essay to look 
into biographical details or to give 
judgement on the aforementioned 
treaty, there are essays and works 
aplenty regarding such topics. 


In this essay | shall look at Collins’ 
seminal but at times neglected work 
The Path to Freedom published in 
1922. The work is, for the most part, 
a reply to Eamon de Valera and to 
broader anti-treaty sentiment. This 
does give the text a polemical edge 
that may be off-putting to some 
but we are instead going to look 
past this aspect and focus on the 
strong positive vision that resides in 
the text. It is easy to say what you 
are against but it is another thing 
entirely to say what you are for, ina 
way that is coherent and attainable. 
Collins achieved this in The Path to 
Freedom and proved himself to be 
not just a great military tactician and 
organiser but also an intellectual of 
serious calibre. While he may lack 
P.H. Pearse's poetic touch, Collins 
truly had an equally far reaching and 
astute mind. | shall focus on the final 
sections of the book, appropriately 
called ‘Distinctive Culture’, ‘Building 
up Ireland’ and ‘Freedom within 
Grasp’, In these chapters Collins 
displays remarkable economic 
insight and strikes a _ balance 
between idealism and practicality 
that is rarely achieved. 


The Nationalism of Michael Collins 


The chapter titled ‘Distinctive 
Culture’ begins: 


For the last hundred years or more 
Ireland has been a nation in little 
more than in name, Britain wanted 
us for her own economic ends, 
as well as to satisfy her love of 
conquest. 


What strikes one about this 
comment is that, a hundred years 
on, it is still true and if anything, even 
more true than when it was written. 
Indeed, |reland and Irishness are now 
just another brand for the Globalist 
order. A parade on Saint Patrick's 
Day is as deep as any understanding 
of Ireland goes. Economically there 
is no strength in Ireland, we are at 
the mercy of foreign powers and 
capital. Our people are educated to 
merely serve faceless entities that 
don't really know or love them and 
are at times hostile to the interests 
of the Irish people. While our current 
political satraps are happy with this 
state of affairs, Collins himself put 
his mind into the past to find an 
answer to the problem. This was 
not mere nostalgia for Collins, he 
looked to the past to find that true 
lrish character and way of life that 
had been perverted by centuries of 
foreign rule: 


The pertinacity of the Irish 
civilisation was due to the 
democratic basis of its economic 
system and the aristocracy of 
its culture. It was the reverse of 
Roman civilisation in which the 
state was held together by a 
central authority [....] but not being 
rooted in the interests and respect 
of the people themselves, [Roman 
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civilisation] could not survive, 


The contrast here between the 
Romans and the ancient Gael is 
significant. Collins is notjustshowing 
off his historical understanding. 
Rather he is making a subtle but 
clear challenge to the idea that 
the Roman State represented the 
political apotheosis of the ancient 
world. It is indisputable that the 
Gaelic Brehon Law had all the 
complexity and diligence of Roman 
law, it could even be said that it 
had many superior aspects. Rome 
needed a strong central authority 
to implement its law, its emperor a 
god man of sorts, whereas Brehon 
law survived for millennia within 
a far more decentralised system. 
Consider how the conversion to 
Christianity barely affected the 
Brehon Laws, such was_ their 


perfection for the Irish character - 


whether pagan or Christian. 
What Collins gives us here is self- 
confidence. We had a political and 
economic system that was distinct 
from the British or Roman, and in 
truth more suitable to our needs. 
Collins tells us that it is within our 
grasp to have it again but what did 
he mean by a democratic basis for 
the economic system? 


We today understand democracy to 
mean ‘one man, one vote’ in relation 
to choosing political representatives 
but what is a democratic economy? 
Indeed, every relatively free market 
of exchange is a democracy of sorts. 
People ‘vote with their wallets’ as 
the saying goes but Collins is actually 
touching on something much deeper 
here than a banal capitalist talking 
point. Democracy means literally 


the ‘rule of a people’ or demos. We 
cannot make an abstraction out of 
‘the people’, there is no ‘people’ in the 
world but more accurately there are 
Irish people, English people, German 
people, etc. A true democracy of 
any meaning must be the rule of a 
particular people and not an abstract 
concept. For us, this is what Collins 
means by democratic economy in 
a parallel sense. He envisioned an 
economy that actually suited the 
local character of his people, not a 
vulgar capitalism nor a degenerative 
communism but rather a system 
that was literally of the people. Both 
from the Irish people and for the 
Irish people: 


We must have a political, economic 
and social system in accordance 
with our national character, It must 
be a system in which our material, 
intellectual and spiritual needs 
and tastes will find expression and 
satisfaction. We then grow to be in 
ourselves and in what we produce 
and, in the villages, and towns and 
cities in which we live and in our 
homes; an expression of the light 
which is within us. 


Collins continues this economic 
theme in the next chapter 
‘Building up Ireland’. While Collins 
certainly wished to embrace a 
modern economy, he wanted 
to make a clear break from the 
vulgar industrialisation that 
had accompanied England's 
modernisation: 


That object is not to be able to 
boast of enormous wealth or of 
great volume of trade, for their own 
sake. It is not to see our country 


cove with smoking chimneys 
and { ories. It is not to show a 
grec ional balance sheet, nor 
to | to a people producing 
we ith the self-obliteration of 
ahi bees 
Ultim /, Collins wished to avoid 
the « me wealth inequality we 
see | where one group slaves 
and ) away, while another 
grou ps the rewards in luxury. 
Collin lesired that ‘Irish labour 
shall free to play the part which 
belongs to it in helping to shape 
our nation’. Here he touches upon, 
though does not fully develop, the 
conflict between labour and finance 


capital, which is the handmaiden 
Of Our current massive wealth gap. 
Collins instinctually knew that 
Irish labour must at all times hold 
a privileged position in Ireland. As 
Well as this, Collins understood the 
importance of national productive 
power, though he doesn't use that 
particular term. Significant parts of 
the text call for the development of 
infrastructure, water-based power 
plants and of course agricultural 
power. Collins rightly attested to the 


ireland Belongs to the 
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wealth of natural resources that the 
Irish people have under their feet, if 
only that national genius could be 
directed to the building of national 
productive power. 


What strikes us here is the 
remarkable consistency found in 
Irish Nationalist thought. Collins 
appears to be incomplete agreement 
with his older mentor Arthur Griffith 
(whose centenary also falls this 
year). Griffith himself wrote and 
spoke much on the development of 
Ireland's productive power, basing 
his ideas on the economic theory of 
List. He wrote in 1917: 


| reject that so-called political 
economy which neither recognises 
the principle of nationality nortakes 
into consideration the satisfaction 
of its interests, which regards 
chiefly the more exchangeable 
value of things without taking 
into consideration the mental 
and political, the present and the 
future interests and the productive 
powers of the nation. 


We see similar ideas in the lectures 
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of Isaac Butt and in the writings of 
Pearse. Though Pearse was not 
concerned too much with economics, 
he clearly wished to develop the Irish 
people's mentality and character 
through a nationalist education 
system. Such consistency only lends 
more evidence to the reality of the 
Irish spirit, that so many great men 
came to such similar conclusions. 
lt must always be remembered 
that Marxist socialism was usually 
alien to the thoughts of these great 
men. Though some of our nation's 
heroes may have dabbled in leftist 
theory, the general trend of thought 
was always towards a nationalist 
protectionist economy. 


If economics dominate The Path 
to Freedom it is by no means an 
armchair analysis. Collins himself 
was Minister for Finance and in 
his time had economic successes. 
In April 1919 the Irish government 
needed financial injection and it was 
Collins himself who organised the 
details, the advertising and even the 
collection of money for government 
bonds. A remarkable feat whilst 
still in the midst of leading the 
War of Independence. Indeed, the 
first attempts of the nascent Irish 
government to raise funds fell flat, 
and British intelligence believed that 
the newly declared independent 
Ireland would collapse due to lack 
of finance. It was Collins who turned 
the tide on this. Just as he had been 
a fantastic organiser of military men, 
it seemed Collins could also organise 
the economy of a state that was by 
all accounts an underdog. It was 
in fact the success of these bonds 
among the Irish people that led 
to Lloyd George declaring the first 


Dail an illegal institution. Truly then 
as now, money seems to greatly 
motivate the enemies of Ireland. 


In conclusion, | simply cannot go 
into every comment or insight 
that Collins writes in The Path to 
Freedom, lest this essay turn into a 
book itself! | have focused on only 
one aspect, the economic. In truth 
there is a wealth of ideas, historical 
context and planning in the text. | 
encourage all nationalists to read 
it. They may not agree with every 
point, in fact it is certain that they 
won't. Rather, it should give us an 
opportunity to create and engage 
with a positive vision for Ireland. 
Collins signposts a way forward for 
us, however imperfectly, and we 
are grateful to him for his sacrifice. 
He fought for Irish freedom like no 
other, we may not see his like again. 
| want to finish with a final quote 
from The Path to Freedom: 


We are free to remedy these 
things. Complete liberty — 
what it stands for in our Gaelic 
imagination — cannot be got until 
we have impregnated the whole of 
our people with the Gaelic desire. 
Only then shall we be worthy of 
the fullest freedom. 


The National Party agrees 
wholeheartedly, and this task shall 
be undertaken by a new nationalist 
generation. @ 


This article was 
a member of the 
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Property Rights 
and Responsibilities 
in a New Ireland 


Daithi O Scannlain 


t cannot be denied that the 
concept of ‘private property’ is now 
under heavy assault in Ireland. An 
upcoming referendum looks to add 
a ‘Right to Housing’ to the state's 
constitution and we see the usual 
leftist characters singing the praises 
of such an amendment. They wish 
to ‘delimit private property rights’ 
even further in the pursuit of more 
equitable outcomes in housing 
and accommodation. Frankly one 
wonders how much more ‘delimiting’ 
these properties can take? Our 
people are already swamped by 
regulations, planning permissions 
and punitive taxes regarding the 
use of their property, particularly 
housing. Add to all this mass- 
immigration, consequently ever- 
increasing demand and therefore 
prices, It is not clear how a few 
words on paper can fix our housing 
problem nor is it obvious that such 
an amendment gets to the heart of 
the issue at all. 


Weknowwhytheleftist TDs and their 
cadres support such a constitutional 
undermining of property rights; 


they are crypto communists and 
certainly wish to abolish private 
property entirely. Anyone who is 
familiar with communist thinking 
understands that what they say 
privately and what they say publicly 
are often worlds apart. This is a 
common Marxist tactic that has 
been used since at least the 1940s. 
The leftist hopes that by dressing up 
the referendum in virtuous language 
they can make slow and clandestine 
movements towards the total 
abolition of private property. What 
nationalists must understand is 
that left-wing ideas have been 
completely integrated into our 
current regime and consequently 
are no threat to it. International 
finance capital controls them easily. 
Communists, whether open or 
secret, are merely the attack dogs of 
the regime. They serve to cloak the 
ambitions of international finance in 
a language of equality and tolerance. 
They believe that they are rebelling 
against the system while in actuality 
they protect it. Look beyond these 
strange activists to the true enemy 
of your property rights. The purpose 
of this referendum is not to abolish 
private property but rather to 
manage it in the interest of a foreign 
banking class. By giving the state 


more over the property 
of in 2ople, international 
finance ure that their profit, 


interest wer are maintained. 
The leftists give dubious moral 
backing to these bankers whereas 


mainstream ‘centrist’ _ parties 
give the illusion of debate and 
moderation. We in the National 
Party reject the whole framing 
entirely. We see this referendum 
for what it is; an opportunity 
for international elements to 
expand their control and manage 
their assets more efficiently. 
Any argument in favour of this 
constitutional change is a post hoc 
rationalisation for power. There will 
be no “workers revolution”, there will 
be no “equitable housing market”. 
There will only be profit making 
and bean counting from usurious, 
control-obsessed parasites. 


We often see various conservative or 
centrist commentators lament the 
left and worry about the incoming 
socialist disaster leftist electoral 
success will engender. Many of our 
own nationalists likely have similar 
fears but it is now time to put 
such ideas to bed. We are already 
living in that socialist disaster and 
it is a carefully managed one. In 
truth, there is no risk of a genuine 
communist takeover like what 
happened in the early 20th century. 
Communists (in the orthodox sense) 
are nothing but the useful idiots 
of the regime and will never take 
power but more importantly their 
fundamental ideas (i.e. the abolition 
of private property and a centrally 

ned economy) are literally 
possible. No commissar or super 
can accurately determine 
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the total needs of a human being 
on the market. It is impossible to 
centrally plan literally thousands of 
discrete market choices, each one 
affecting and changing another 
choice. Without private property 
(and consequently private decisions) 
there can be no prices and without 
prices cost accounting would be 
impossible. The elite understand 
this, they will not abolish private 
property but rather want those who 
control it to be on their team and to 
think like them. 


In our time, there is no capitalism or 
socialism but rather managerialism. 
Our economy and society are too 
complicated for either a total free 
market or a worker led syndicate. 
All things regarding political 
economy are run by a managerial 
minority who answer primarily to 
the state. This breaks any illusion 
regarding ownership and control. 
A man may own a company but 
it is his managers who control it, 
who implement regulation and 
define direction. All arguments 
regarding more or less government 
involvement or privatisation are 
pointless and obscure the truth. 
With the managers there is private/ 
public ownership. Private, in the 
sense that the state does not 
directly control prices but also 
public in that the managing class 
follow state direction and means 
of implementation. The COVID 
lockdowns should have broken any 
residual belief in the private/ public 
dichotomy. The managers of almost 
all businesses and institutions toed 
the government line because that 
is what they are trained to do. The 
owners were powerless in the face 


of this minority action; 


In the new form of society, 
sovereignty is localized in 
administrative bureaus [...] the 
active heads of the bureaus are 
the managers-in-government, 
the same, or nearly the same, in 
training functions, skills, habits of 
thought as managers-in-industry. 


(J Burnham, The Managerial 
Revolution) 


Ireland's managerial class 
unknowingly support international 
finance capital because that is who 
our governing elite support. To win 
we must take back the organs of the 
state and move the managers in our 
direction. Essentially it is a political 
battle not a quibble over economic 
theories. 


Principle six explicitly states that 
we believe in the inalienable right 
to property for each Irishman or 
woman. It is important that we 
state clearly our reasons for such 
a belief. Indeed, one can make 
an argument for property rights 
based on so-called ‘natural law’ 
or ‘Robinson Crusoe’ ethics. Each 
man, having the right to his own 
body, may freely mix his labour with 
nature and thus create some good. 
We can imagine a man cutting down 
trees in a forest and using the wood 
to build a house, Who could deny 
that this man owns the house he 
has built? Consequently, it follows 
that each man owns what he has 
made, inherited or freely exchanged. 
The weakness of this thesis should 
be apparent to any honest thinker. 
Firstly, it is entirely theoretical and, 


a few examples excluded, likely 
never happened in any real sense. 
Secondly it is totally individualistic 
and ignores how groupish humans 
can be in terms of family, nationality, 
class, etc. Finally, these ideas lead 
to ridiculous conclusions by any 
standard. There is no_ logically 
consistent way to denounce 
prostitution or drug dealing from 
this perspective, for example. What 
is happening here is the application 
of economic praxeology to the idea of 
law and the foundation of property 
rights. It simply doesn’t work and 
gets bogged down in petty debates. 
One need only look at the neutered 
way Irish conservatives defend 
themselves from leftist attacks. 
They talk about property rights 
from the perspective of individual 
rights, something that can be easily 
reframed as selfishness. Indeed, 
these so-called conservatives are 
also in the thrall of international 
finance capital. They see all people 
as self-interested and self-sufficient 
individuals, who are malleable and 
frankly as good as anyone else. The 
stupid debates that ensue from this 
leftist vs individualist perspective 
only serve the true power. 


So how does the National Party 
justify our belief in the inalienable 
right of property? Simply put it was 
the natural way of the Irish people 
for millennia. It was tradition. 
The ancient Brehon Laws, which 
predated Christianisation, clearly 
laid down the rights of property. 
Who could have property, how 
societal rank reflected what prope 
was owned, relationships be 
profession and property 
understood by our anc 
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property held a sacred function. It 
was not just one self-interested 
individual seeking to maximise his 
monetary profit. Rather it was an 
organic system where ideally each 
individual worked towards the 
benefit of the whole and looked up 
to what was higher in themselves 
and their fellow Gaels: 


Though they owned, in a sense, 
the land about their homesteads, 
and no doubt called it their own, 
they certainly had not an absolute 
right either during life or at death 
to dispose of it to a person outside 
the clan. Tenure was dependent 
on, and was subject to, the tribal 
status not of the immediate halder 
alone, but of other members of the 
fine, who had in the property vested 
rights of a character and extent 
defined by the law. Neither the 
land nor the tenure of it belonged 
exclusively to the individual, but 
partly to the fine. 


(L Ginnell, The Brehon Laws: a legal 
handbook) 


Now it is obvious that we cannot 
recreate this time or these laws, 
we can merely be inspired by them. 
What we can take from them is the 
sense of responsibility that came 
with property. Private property 
wasn't a right but rather a duty. One 
had obligations to uphold if he were 
to control his property. We take 
this feeling from the Brehon Laws 
and we bring the wisdom of our 
ancestors forward into the present 
and the future. 


Our country’s long history of 
Catholicism also lends well to our 


support of property rights. Catholic 
thought has, historically at least, 
always defended property rights. 
In particular, distributism and a 
family centred approach to property 
was engendered by the Catholic 
traditions. Again, we see not just 
rights but responsibilities in the Irish 
way of life. 


More mundanely we also base 
our belief in property rights/ 
responsibilities on a frank 
practicality. People like to own 
things, particularly their own home. 
They are more likely to take better 
care of something they own (as 
opposed to something they rent). 
They want something to pass onto 
their children and psychologically 
Irish people are very sensitive to 
the idea of not securing their home. 
We have too many stories of forced 
evictions in our history. Equally 
people need to serve something 
bigger than themselves. In our 
current atomised society there is no 
sense of belonging, responsibility or 
duty with regard to property. Such 
a state of affairs must be changed 
for property to have any healthy 
function in a society. 


We can also use private property in 
production factors and the prices 
they form to best allocate resources 
in our domestic economy. It is 
popular now to decry the market, 
that it has failed us in terms of 
housing, etc. but this is a myopic 
view. What has failed us is” 
financialisation of tt 
When financial ca 
an economic § 
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ve financial capital and its 

In the national economy, 
a serve the Irish people and 
i yur. Our people do not hate 
private property, or the market. They 
hate usury and financial parasites, 
it's just that they don’t know yet 
who the enemy is. It will be up to the 
National Party to show them. 


lt should be apparent that the goal 
of the National Party is not to control 
anyone's property, take it away, or 
give it to another we deem more 
deserving. Rather our goal is to put 
the correct incentives in place such 
that a naturalistic state of affairs 
can come about. Our economy at 
this moment is unnatural in both its 
incentives and its implementation. 
Rather than make it simple for Irish 
couples to own their own home, we 
make the process as complicated as 
possible. Endless regulation, soaring 
prices and competition from the 
whole world. Irish people are forced 
to rent their homes from faceless 
conglomerates. This unnatural 
state of affairs slows down family 
creation, erodes mental health and 
decimates our production power. 
How much energy, both physical 
and mental, do Irish people put into 
the stress of acquiring their own 
home? How many resources are 
wasted? In business the problem is 
much the same. We are suffocated 
by endless red tape while multi- 
national corporations breeze in from 
around the world whose property 
rights will never be threatened. The 
National Party will change these 
incentives completely. What follows 
is a brief outline of what could be 
done in our economy should the 
right management be undertaken, 
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We have written already in The 
Nationalist Approach to the Irish 
Economy what some of these 
incentives may look like: interest 
free credit for families to purchase 
a home, debt forgiveness for child 
bearing, interest free credit for 
local businesses creating local 
employment. Policies such as these, 
managed appropriately, gently push 
people towards what is natural, i.e. 
family development and in-group 
centric employment and business 
creation. We can give a more 
particular example, which relates to 
that need for belonging we spoke of 
earlier. 


The destruction of our environment 
is a clear and present danger to 
our health as people. There was a 
time when Ireland was covered in 
forests and blessed by a diverse 
wildlife. Through  Anglicisation 
and Globalisation, our land has 
been partially covered by steel and 
concrete. While we are not luddites 
nor opposed to development it 
is clear a balance needs to be 
struck. We are going too far in one 
direction and our natural world is 
being destroyed from under us. Our 
current elite lament environmental 
destruction also but their solution 
is one of the whip: punitive taxes, 
industry destruction and obsessive 
property controls. We take a 
different approach, one that ensures 
property rights/ responsibilities as 
well as environmental protection, 


There is much work being done in the 
fields of genuine environmentalism. 
Methods of syntropic agroforestry 
are currently being developed all 
over the world to great success. 


ae 


Ernst Gotsch, a Brazil-based Swiss 
farmer, has converted acres of 
substandard land to productive 
and even profitable coca farms. 
The forest structure involves few 
human inputs beyond management 
and maintenance, the land receives 
nourishment and accumulates 
fertility from the natural cycles of 
the forest and its wildlife. 


State credit and incentives for the 
training of the people towards these 
methods of farming and rewilding 
would have three immediate 
benefits. Firstly, it is of course 
genuinely sustainable and ensures 
our children have a clean homeland 
to call their own. Secondly, such 
farming methods have been shown 
to be productive. Whole communities 
can be fed healthy, organic food 
without the worry of supply crises 
or sickness from malnourishment. 
And finally, in relation to property, 
intergenerational projects can be 
implemented to sustain these 
natural food creating communities. 
Who would not be proud to have 
their family be part of Ireland's 
environmental regeneration? To 
be the pillar of the community and 
provide a real service in respect to 
their property. 


All this said, we have no intention of 
undermining our traditional farmers 
or putting them out of business, The 
cities will still need a supply of food, 
exports will still need to be made. 
Dairy products will always be in 
demand. We are only about creating 
self-sustaining communities, not 
destroying old ones. If traditional 
farmers wish to join the new 
syntropic method (for example) they 


will receive support. If not, they will 
not be punished. At all times we look 
to incentivise, not force, our people 
towards positive ends. The success 
of such policies will in themselves 
encourage others to take them 
on. This is but one idea towards a 
responsibility-based property ethos, 
many others could be thought of 
and developed. 


Overall, the National Party 
support private property rights/ 
responsibilities because it is part 
of Irish history and tradition, it 
is also natural and practical. Our 
goal is clear; the propagation and 
happiness of our own people in their 
homeland. Any implementation of 
law regarding property must take 
this goal as precedence. If anyone 
thinks these ambitions to be foolish 
or unattainable we ask them to look 
at how much Ireland has changed 
over the last fifty to hundred years. It 
changed because it had an elite ready 
to manage and implement these 
changes. The same can be done 
with a new ruling class, a nationalist 
one. But rather than promoting 
the most unnatural and terrible 
system one could conceive, we 
seek to implement what promotes 
only naturalness, health and most 
importantly Eireannachais. There 
will be no “workers revolution”, 
no “global reset”. There will be a 
nationalist reset and an economy — 
and society that p 7 
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Ar Son an Ghaelstait 


“Eire saor is 1 ‘bheith Gaedhealach, 
An manadh ‘bhi ag Ri na laoch mear" 
— Don Phiarsach le Mairtin 0 
Direain 


g druidim le 100 bliain 6 

bhunadh an tSaorstait agus 
bréagmhaidhneachan an Chonartha 
Angla-Eireannaigh, ta uair na 
cinniGna buailte linn anseo in Eirinn. 
Sna blianta beaga amach romhainn 
beidh an cheist faoi thodhchai 
na hEireann réitithe. An mbeidh 
Eire stairiGil ar sinsear scriosta 


agus comhthaite sa _ phoblacht 
chumannach dhomhanda ata a 
nochtd féin, nd an gcomhlionfar fior- 
chinninidnt na nGael agus aisling 
an Ghaelstait a chur i gcrich - Eire 
Ghaelach ceannasach faoi stidir na 
nGael agus ar son na nGael! Ach 
ta bagairt eiseach direach os Ar 
gcomhair le sara ma taimid chun 
an Gaelstat a fhiord agus ar muintir, 
ar n-oidhreacht, agus ar gcultGr a 
chaombhnt agus a chur chun cinn! 


Ba léir le fada an la go raibh na régairi 
i dTeach Laighean faoi smacht 
Na  Nn-airgeadaithe  idirnaisiGnta 
agus iad i mbun comhcheilge chun 
sraidbhaile domhanda ilchultartha 
a dhéanamh den tir, ina mbeadh 


na Gael imithe in éa: 
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seachranaithe coimhthiocha 


dh san Ucrain ta sé 
faoi scath na paindéime bhréag ag na fealltdiri sa Dail nach 
agus na mbabhtai dianghlasa beidh ac anta curtha ar lion 
l@iriodh ré nua san ardtréas leis ar Na n-imirceach a bheidh ag teacht 
réimeas polaitidil tioranta a thainig i dtir in Eirinn - chomh fada agus 
i bhfeidhm. Cuireadh dlGs millteach go maitear, gan gha dfhianaise, go 
le hionradh na hEireann. D'fhogair bhfuileadar ag teitheadh cogaidh. 
an aicme cheannais ollchogadh Leis na milte ata ag gluaiseacht 
ar mhuintir an oileain le teorainn isteach inar measc in aghaidh na 
na tire curtha ar ceal chun daonra miosa cad ata i ndan do mhuintir 
an domhain a phlandail anuas ar na hEireann? Cad ata i ndan dar 
ar mullach. Chuile uair a thainig nduiche agus ar gculttr, go hairithe 
deireadh le dianghlasail amhain oidhreacht Ghaelach na tire? Cén 
eile bhi athrG suntasach le haithint dochas ata ann don Ghaeilge mar 
ar phobal na mbailteacha mora, theanga an phobail? 
le strainsé@iri as chuile cheard ag 
plodu isteach san oilean le linn Bhi an Ghaeltacht agus an Ghaeilge 
daoine a bheith sainnithe ina gcuid imithe i léig go mér cheana féin tri 


bua no Das: 
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ly 


neamhaird stairidil na n-Udaras, 
ach anois araon le bailteacha eile 
fud fad na tire ta an Gaelphobal faoi 
bhrd ag na sluaite coimhthiocha on 
gcoigrioch. Taan Ghaeilge, ar dteanga 
dhtchasach arsa, beagnach ar an dé 
deireadh mar theanga choiteann 
agus ni dhéanfar an_ t-ionradh 
eachtrannach seo ach dls ollmh6éra 
churleis. Doibh sidd ata ar son aisling 
an Ghaelstait, caithfear ni hamhain 
ar muintir a shland. Caithfear 
freisin athbheochan a chur leis an 
nGaeilge mar theanga choiteann 
a bheidh i mbéal na ndaoine. Chun 
idirdheald a dhéanamh idir muid 
féin agus an domhan mér, chun 
na Gaeil a chur in id! mar thuath ar 
leith, agus chun an nasc lenar sinsir 
a dhaingnid agus athspreagadh, 
ni folair na go gcaithfear tGs dite 
a thabhairt don Ghaeilge agus an 
Béarla a chaitheamh ar leataobh. 
Nil aon dul as, chun an Gaelstat a 
bhaint amach ta sé riachtanach 
an bunds cultdrtha a leagann sios. 
Cuir siol na Gaeilge sa bhfdd anois 
sa chaoi, nuair a thiocfaidh toradh 
ar ar ngniomhaiochas _ polaitidil, 
go mbeidh sochai Ghaelach faoi 
lanbhlath againn, Ag dul i ngleic leis 
an streachailt ata amach romhainn, 
cuirfidh an Ghaeilge bri agus sprioc 
ionann, ag tabhairt ardd mheanma 
in aghaidh na hanachaine ma 
thagann si. Biodh sin, cad is féidir 
a dhéanamh chun an teanga arsaa 
mhdscailt ata faoi shuan sa Ghael? 
Chomh fada is go bhfuil an dail ann, 
is iomai rud gur féidir agus gur b'fhid 
tabhairt faoi. 


Ceann de na tograi is tairbhi a 
dfhéadfai eagrG ma an_ ciorcal 


chun an teanga a chleachtadh i 
gcomhthéacs_ sdisialta, is cuma 
mas sa seomra ranga no sa teach 
tabhairne é. Ni ga go mbeidh an 
leagan amach rochasta ach oiread - 
is féidir leas a bhaint as club leabhar 
no plé ar chursai reatha chomh 
maith le ceachtanna teagaisc. An 
t-aon acmhainn ata ag teastail na 
scata beag diograiseach ata réidh 
chun dul i mbun oibre seasta agus a 
ndicheall a dheanamh. Ma dhéantar 
jarracht, tiocfaidh an cumas! Sa 
treo seo, ma ta fonn ar dhuine cur 
go mor lena stor focail nior mhiste 
coip dfhocléir Gaeilge-Béarla De 
Bhaldraithe a cheannacht agus a 
fhagail le taobh an leaba. Chuile 
oiche roimh am codalta is féidir an 
focloir a oscailt agus tri fhocal nua 
a fhoghlaim - sula bhfad tiocfaidh 
méadd suntasach ar shaibhreas 
teanga an fhoghlaimeora. 


Maidir lenar saol laethdil, ni folair 
freisin deiseanna a aimsiU agus a 
thapG chun ar stil mhaireachtala a 
Ghaelu, Ma ta duil sa cheol ag duine, 
tosaidis ag @isteacht le hamhrain 
Ghaeilge, biodh sean-nds no saothair 
chomhaimseartha ann. Seachas an 
phraiseach sin de phopcheol, rapail, 
no rac-cheol, claonadh duine a 
chluas i dtreo cheoil bhinn na clairsi, 
geantrai an bhosca cheoil, no buille 
corraitheach an bhodhrain. Thairis 
sin ta neart amhranaithe mora le ra 
ar nds Tomas Mac Eoin, Seosamh 
O hEanai, John Beag O Flatharta, 
Eamonn Mac Donncha, agus 
Beairtle O Domhnaill chun chuile 
duil a shasamh. Cuirfidh fuaim agus 
glor na nGael lochrann ar chroi an 
éisteora, agus @ a choinneail slan 
6 thionchar treascrach an tionscail 
cheoil dhomhanda ata faoi stidir ag 


na ha sadaithe idirnaisianta. 


Chun greim cuimsitheach a fhail ar 
an nGaeilge ni mor freisin aghaidh 
a thabhairt ar an teanga scriofa. 
Ma theastaionn altanna nuachta 
simpli le leamh aon la is féidir suil 
a chaitheamh ar Tuairisc.ie (cé 
gur ionad liobralach ata ann) no 
Beo.ie (seaniris mbhiostil ata na 
seanaltanna fos ar fail). Ach ta 
taisce iontach sochtheangeolajoch 
ar fail i litriocht na Gaeilge, ait ina 
dtagann léirid ealaionta aos eagna 
na hEireann chun solais. Bronnfaidh 
na saothair phrdis agus fhiliochta 
ata ann saibhreas agus ardchumas 
teanga ar an té a théann i negleic 
leo, Lena chois sin, sna harscéalta, 
aisti, agus danta éagsula uilig 
gheobhfar mionléargas ar mheon na 
nGael thar na glinta agus cothdfar 
nasc cultdrtha thar na cianta idir 
scribhneoiri agus léitheoiri. M’anam, 
is féidir filleadh ar an seanreacht 
Gaelach sula raibh si imithe in 
éag tri aithne ar chur ar shaothair 
leithéidi Seathran Céitinn no Daibhi 
O Bruadair - fill iomraiteacha na 
linne sin, Ach sula dtéatar siar 
chomh fada sin, is féidir blas a fhail 
de litriocht na Gaeilge 6 ré nios 
congarai, uaidh an gaiscigh liteartha 
sin Mairtin O Direain. Ni hamhain 
gur file agus scribhneoir tofa a bhi 
ann mar cheann de cheannrédaithe 
na nualitriochta, ach ba shalann an 
tsaoil 6 - fear macanta direach a 
bhi gean agus gnaoi aige do shaol 
na tuaithe, an traidisidin, Criost ar 
dTiarna, agus an Gaelphobail. Ar 
nddigh bhi sé bainteach le hAiltiri na 
hAiséirighe agus iadimbun iarrachtai 
chun aisling an Ghaelstait a fhiorG 
i ndiaidh cliseadh an tSaorstait. 
Amhail naisiGnaithe ar linne, thuig 


Ar Son an Ghaelstait 


seisean cad a theastaigh chun ord 
agus eagar a chur ar an dtir. Ina 
theannta sin, bhi sé airdeallach faoin 
mbagairt a bhi ann o "t[hleagasc 
mallaithe an chumannachais”, mar 
a deir sé féin. Faraor taimid fos ag 
troid i gcoinne an Uafais Dheirg ata 
a gcur chun cinn ag na hairgeadaithe 
idirnaisianta, ach is féidir ardu 
mheanma a ghlacadh On véarsa seo 
thios 6n dan 'Séamus O Conghaile.’ 
Go mbainfimid misneach agus 
dathracht 6 na linte seo a scriobh an 
Direanach, agus é ag cur fonn troda 
air fein i gcomhair Eire a shaord on 
léan agus an t-anro, is bri a chur inti 
aris: 


"Acht caithfidh Gaedhil feasta 
choidhche, 

An coras malluighthe a bhriseadh '‘s 
a reabadh; 

A chreach 6 thus ‘s a chuir in 

islebhrigh sinn 
'S cOrus nua a chur in uachtar in 
Ejrinn." 


Is nuair atathar ag taisteal thart 
timpeall na tire tabhair aghaidh 
ar logainmneacha na tire agus a 
mbunleagan Gaeilge a fhoghlaim. 
Chun mothd aite 6 chroi a mhtscailt, 
ni leor a bheith eolach ar an 
mbri stairidil agus chultdrtha a 
bhaineann le bailteacha, ceantracha, 
agus tirdhreachanna an oileain seo - 
scriosann galldd na logainmneacha 
an tuiscint ata againn ar an dtir 
agus an nasc lenar sinsir a sheas 
ar an bhfdd seo, Go deimhin, nil aon 
bhri le ‘Galway’ agus ta le Gaillimh 
(sé sin ceantar carraigeach). Nil aon 
bhri le Donegal ach ta le Din na 
nGall n6 Tir Chonaill. Nil aon bhri le 
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Dublin ach ta le Baile Atha Cliath. 
Is cé mhéad duine ata eolach ar na 
hainmneacha uilig a tugadh ar an 
dtir seo thar na blianta? Seachas 
Eire amhain, bhiodh teidil ar nds 
Fédla, Achadh Airt, Achadh Choin, 
no Cuig Achadh Uisinigh aici. Ma 
theastaitear ar dtir a chur in idl i 
gceart caithfear na logainmneacha 
Gaeilge a athshealbhd agus na cinn 
truaillithe ghallda a shéanadh. 


Mar fhocal scoir, doibh sitd ata réidh 
chun filleadh ar a nddchas agus iad 
féin a thumadh sa Ghaelachas is fit 
go mor smaoineamh ar a sloinnte. 
Is abhar trom machnaimh é gur 
b’é an t-aon fath go bhfuil sloinnte 
galldaithe ag éinne de mbuintir 
na hEireann na gur_ rinneadh 
gearleanuint agus cinedhiothd thar 
na céadta bliain ar ar dtir, Rinne 
na Gaill trean-iarracht damanta ar 
n-oidhreacht agus ar bhféinidlacht 
a r@éabadh, le slad déanta ar ar 
muintir tri reachtanna mallaithe 
ar nos Reachtanna Chill Chainnigh 
agus na Péindlithe. Ma taimid chun 
an @agodir seo a chur ina gceart, 
urraim a thabhairt dar sinsir, agus ar 
bhféiniGlacht arsa a hathbheochan, 
caithfimid an beart a dhéanamh. 
Sloinnte Gaelacha do mbuintir 
Ghaelach! Ta an bealach réitithe 
duinn! 


An manadh ata le bheith ar bharr 
teanga ceannrodaithe an Ghaelstait 
na "Eire thar chach. Na Gaeil thar 
chach!" Beidh muid saor, agus 
beidh muid Gaelach! Chun an 
chruinneshamhail seo a chur chun 
cinn ni mor a bheith dirithe ar 
chrsai culttrtha agus polaitiochta 
araon. Bi gniomhach le do Chumann 


ata le teacht, ach ag an am céanna 
bi dGthrachtach ag cur le do chuid 
Gaeilge agus an cur amach ata agat 
ar an saol Gaelach. 


Tar éis an tsaoil, ni le haghaidh 
claracha eacnamaiochta,  teoirici 
polaitidla, no gluaiseachtai soisialta 
a sheasann an tirghrathoir. Ni h’ea! 
Is i gcomhair a chine ata sé - @ a 
chur chun cinn agus a chosaint 0 
chuile olc. 0 Bhrian Béroimhe go dti 
Eoghan Ruadh O Néill, 6 ghaiscigh 
1916 agus Cogadh na Saoirse go 
dti naisiGnaithe an lae inniu tathar 
uilig dirithe go didth ar chaomhno 
mhuintir na hEireann. Go mairfimid 
agus go dtroidfimid ar son ar muintir 
- cuimhne ar sinsear, fuil na mbeo, 
agus todchai ar sleachta. Mas mian 
le héinne Gael a thabhairt air féin 
ni miste an dashlan ata amach 
romhainn a thabhairt! 


Labhair Gaeilge, sean an Béarla, 
cladaigh ta féin le gach a bhfuil 
Gaelach agus caith uait chuile cheo 
gallda! Criost linn agus beir bua! @ 


Scriobh ball den Phairti NaisiGnta 
an t-alt seo 
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Daithi de Barca 


y any metric, 2022 was certainly 

a phenomenal year for the 
National Party in terms of growth. 
New members are signing up all 
the time, and existing members 
are becoming active members. It is 
clear that the Irish people have had 
enough—enough of the treachery 
from the establishment, who are 
willfully destroying the Irish nation. 
Increasingly, people (especially 
young people) are seeing through 
the facade presented by Fianna Fail 
and Fine Gael. 


These parties will Knock on your 
door and tell you they have your best 
interests at heart, when in reality 
they would sell you out at the first 
opportunity. Indeed, they have been 
selling you out for years. This has 
become even more apparent this 
year as the government kick Irish 
people to the streets in favour of an 
unlimited number of Ukrainians and 
other ‘refugees’, In this regard, they 
have been aided and abetted by a 
large number of gombeen business 
owners, In particular, we see this 
with hoteliers, who are abandoning 
the Irish people in favour of making 
a quick buck from multi-million- 


euro contracts granted by the 
government to house foreigners, 
and never mind the thousands 
of Irishmen, women and children 
sleeping on the streets. 


So what can you do about this 
betrayal? The Irish people have 
decided they need an alternative 
government, after one hundred 
years of incompetent and malignant 
politicians holding power. We want a 
party who will serve the Irish nation, 
not International Finance Capital. 
The National Party is the only party 
whowill serve this purpose. Sinn Féin 
and the myriad of socialist parties 
who seem to form every couple of 
weeks are no different to what is in 
power now. They still serve foreign 
interests, still betray the Republic. 
The National Party alone holds true 
to the ideals of Pearse, Collins and 
all the great Nationalists who have 
gone before us. 


Of course, the National Party is just 
the political embodiment of the 
National Idea. Electoral victory alone 
wouldn't constitute a total success. 
This is where we differ from the 
other parties, whose sole aim is 
to get into Leinster House. For us, 
entering Dail Eireann will be merely 
the start of the reclamation of our 
nation from the traitors who have 
sold it out. In the words of Pearse, 
we must have an Ireland that is 
“not free merely, but Gaelic as well; 
not Gaelic merely, but free as well”. 
Under a National Party government, 
Gaelic culture will reign supreme, 
and the National Idea will be the rule 
of law. Irish people will come first 
in Ireland. Not a radical idea, you 
might think, but it has become so in 
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a society so desperate to be seen as 
‘modern’ and ‘progressive’ that it has 
abandoned its own people. 


This is not a victory that will be 
achieved overnight. The National 
Party is along-term project. As such, 
we as members of Oige NaisiGnach 
are the future of the Irish Nation. If 
the National Party is the vanguard of 
Fire, Oige NaisiGnach is the vanguard 
of that vanguard. The bulk of party 
activism in the last year has come 
from ON. We bring the energy to the 
streets of our towns and villages, 
and to the doorsteps of our fellow 
Irishmen and women. We stand side 
by side with our comrades in the 
wider National Party to defend our 
nation from her enemies, many of 
whom are inside the gates and walk 
amongst us as though they are our 
neighbours. However, they should 
not be so vain as to think that this 
state of affairs shall last forever. It 
will not. We shall make sure it does 
not. So | address you, young men 
and women of Ireland, members of 
Oige Naisiunach. It is in your hands 
to leave behind a legacy for the next 
generation to follow. Set an example 
for the future members of Oige 
NaisiGnach. Within you stirs Eire, 
and behind you all Eire shall follow! 


Is Linne an Todhchai! @ 


This article was submitted by 
Daithi de Barca, Deputy Leader of 
Oige Naisiinach 


A Message to 
Young Nationalists 


Adam O Raghallaigh 


reland today is under attack like 

oe before, every year hordes of 
migrants outnumbering Cromwell's 
invading army enter the country 
while the government and its so- 
called opposition sit back and do 
nothing. If things are to continue this 
way there will be no next generation 
of Irish nationalists to save us. 


That is why as young Irish 
nationalists, we must be the ones to 


take action and the only way we can 
is by doing so together through Oige 
NaisiGnach. We can't save Ireland on 
our own as individuals, None of us 
alone are strong enough to stop this 
new plantation. We have to unite 
together as nationalists in Ireland, 
behind the only real nationalist 
movement. It's our future we're 
fighting for, and it is our patriotic 
duty to pitch in any way we can. 
We can't let the sacrifices of Irish 
Nationalists who came before us go 
to waste. 


Through Oige Naisidnach not only 
can the nation be saved but each of 
us can reach our true potential. It's 
necessary as young nationalists that 
we stay physically fit in mind, body 
and soul, one of the many ways we 
do this is by frequently hiking across 
beautiful landscapes throughout 
Ireland. Hiking keeps us fit, builds 
comradery among members andisa 


great way to take a break from the 
online world. 


Is Linne An Todhchai! @ 


This article was submitted by 
a member of Oige NaisiGnach 


The Importance 
of Patience 


we 


Yan Mac Oireachtaigh 


major factor in a movement, 

or any political entity for 
that matter, is something often 
overlooked and yet it is one of the 
most important characteristics 
you can have being on the Irish ‘far 
right’, .e the nationalist scene, this 
being patience. It’s a topic that’s 
rarely discussed and a topic that 
needs to be addressed as a radical 
group, and especially as Ceannaire 
of Oige NaisiGnach, Patience can 
be the difference between victory... 
or death. Patience is a weapon 


— 


that has been handed to us as 
the ultimate wildcard. It is young 
nationalist groups with patience 
and perseverance who will outlast 
anything the regime throws at 
them, be it controlled-opposition 
outfits or propped-up ‘current 
thing’ groups that function only to 
dissuade the average person away 
from nationalism. | use those terms 
in full seriousness because that's 
what they are. 


Patience is a trait that if well trained 
and moulded can bring us steadily 
and stubburnly towards our end 
goal of reaching government. We — 


can observe how slow things are to 
begin with. Building an organisation 
from scratch takes time. It takes 
effort. It can often be a thankless job 
but we enjoy it. We enjoy it because 
were surrounded by like-minded 
individuals, we enjoy it because it's 
our duty to our race. 


Those of us who don't or who 
cant train themselves into patient 
individuals will be gone before the 
evening is out, Electoral gains don't 
happen overnight, membership 
growth doesn't happen overnight, 
especially with a ‘cordon sanitaire’ 
as tight as our media and political 
estabishment hold around the 
National Party. 


Leafletting, canvassing, postering, 
chatting to passers by with the 
NP stand all takes time. It takes 
time because if we are destined 
to win (which | full well believe we 
are) it must be done properly. We 
must not rush things. Impatience 
amongst the youth especially must 
be weeded out. This goes for any 
serious nationalist. The saying, 
“Rome wasn't built in a day” comes 
to mind. To build incredible things 
we must cultivate an aspiring and 
patient radical youth base who will 
carry on the torch no matter what. 
This is exactly what we are doing. 


Young Nationalists like myself 
have our lives ahead of us. We 
have time, let us use it to our 
advantage. The regime boasts about 
the demographic time-bomb_ in 
our nation. They hold this over our 
heads saying how great it is we're 
being replaced but when challenged 
instantly deny it as a ‘far-right’ 


The Importance of Patience 


conspiracy theory. Make no mistake 
this is to demoralise you and make 
you impatient. The more impatient 
you are the more drastic you will 
become. 


Once you have reached this drastic 
level it is very hard to come back 
and see clearly. We have seen this 
since the beginning of lockdowns; 
cohorts of the so-called ‘movement’ 
have gone practically insane with 
each successive newscycle, glued 
to each new development on their 
telegram feed, hanging on the 
words of American and British 
media influencers, jumping from 
one single-issue cause to the next, 
afraid of being labelled ‘far right’ or 
‘fascist’ yet often coming off as even 
more extreme, waving placards and 
signs in people's faces on the street. 
This achieves nothing other than 
being labeled crazy. It's not the hill 
to die on. Patience is required once 
more. 


As Oige NaisiGnach, as the vanguard 
of the vanguard, we are youthful 
and explosive with energy. We 
have the time so let's use it to the 
fullest extent, let's take all the 
wins we can get, then move up a 
step and take the next set of wins 
we are challenged with. The most 
underrated trait which will bring us 
the future we want, we deserve and 
we will fight for is patience. Stay fit, 
stay active and always remember: Is 
Linne An Todhchai! @ 


This article was submitted by 
Yan Mac Oireachtaigh, Leader of 
Oige NaisiGnach 
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Send Them Home 


Save Our Home 


Your job, your home, your life, 

| your future are now hostage to a 

| public-private bureaucracy that 

| has the power to arbitrarily 
exclude you from civil society. 


Justin Barrett, National Party Leader 
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i) Join the National Party 


The Nation peat br 's active in every county in Ireland. 
Wea anised on an All Ireland basis. 


Follow Sato? | Contact us: info@nationalparty.ie 


atyie | @NavionalPa 
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DO YOUR BIT 
Ireland's Families FREEZE TO DEATH 
Are Ireland's FOR CLIMATE 


Future ACTION! 


tr 


COMING SOON: Winter Blackouts, 
Fuel Poverty, Inflated Energy Prices, 
Wipeout of Family Farming, Massive 
Taxation, Climate Lockdowns. 
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"The greatest generation of Irishmen has 
not passed. It is not in 1916 or in ‘21. It's not 
in 1690. It's not in 1169. It is nowhere in our 
past, it is always in our future. " 
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— Justin Barrett 


